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PREFACE. 


Hat a Separation is always unreaſonable ow oe 

fide or the other, is without all queſtion ; but that it 

is unreaſonable to ſeparate from New: Biſhops 

> that are placed in the Sees. of Biſhops, who are 
uncanonically. depoſed, for this Cauſe: only, that they are in 
Poſſeſſion, upon what Reaſon and Juſtice ſoever, of the ſaid 
Epiſcopal Sees, is wery ſtrange Dodtrine, and ſuch as was 
never, 1 think, heard of in the Church of England, till this 
Treatiſe was pabliſhed. . For in the Senſe. of the Catholick 
Church in ber Canons and Conſtitutions, the New Biſhop 


: Diauſelf. in ſuch a Caſe makes the Separation, . and to coy: 


tinue Communion with the true Biſhop is not to ſeparate 
from the wrongful Poſſeſſor; but to. keep our former Place 
and Station,: to adhere to the Right, and not to follow 
thoſe, who have ſet themſelves up'in opprſition to. it, 

But the Dectrin, which this Anonymous Greek Author 
is brought to vouch for to the World, is of ſuch a perni- 
cious = and, if it be allowed, muſt. have ſuch deſtru- 
tive Conſequences in the Church, that 1 cannot but think, 
that all Men, who have a fincere Love for the Church of 
England, _ . whatever their Opinions may be in other Mat- 
ters,, will not be.all pleaſed ta ſee it proved, that there is 
no Example to be found. of this in the Praftice of the Greek 
Churchz till it wag. reduced to: ſo: low and deplorable p Cote 
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dition, as to be no longer a Pattern for Imitation, but a 
Cauriv# rather for us to beware of thoſe things which brought 
the Grecks into that Diſtreſs, under which they have ſo 
long groaned. 

And if we will but gyot pur ſelves the leaſt leiſure to 
confidder; what is then that can bring more certain and 


ſpeedy. Ru on a Churchg-than to-mit by fuch a Pings 
[oh mat / Fehocolpuriaey bat fs kb 
arttr endudaſte us ternaÞ®.Foe-and Pwr, and 191 
the caſual Succeſs and Events of things ? 

For if, when the Civil Magiſtrate ſhall diſplace a Biſhop 
for any frizolons cauſe, or for no Cauſe at all, but with the 
greafeih awd mot apparent fwjufbice, all Chyiſtians [hall te 
ebtigied: in'Conſcrence ro. ſubmit to the Intrutter, if he be but 
Orthodox," and uot” to edhere 30 their Fawfal Biſhop; this 
weherdy deft roys all Churth- Authority, and goes it ny wholly 
inta the Power of the Magiftrate, who may er wp what Bi- 
ſhop be pleaſes, provided they be n» Flereticks, and change 
thews. as often as (6 pleaſes, and the Clergy and People 
(bail be brand 1# Conſcience to take mo further wotice of the 
«iſpoſſefſed; but tolive under the new-ones, . be they yever 
fo mavy,. and mever ſo bad, in all As of Communion und 
Ohedjence. Now unleſs the Church can be ruined by nothing 
but Uterefie, on there be nothing that can render a Biſhop 
unqualified for bis. Station Cut Herefie, it-is evident rhat this 
Dottrine... eaves it at the. Mercy off the Primee, whether 
there ſhall. long be any Church mm his Dominrous. 

It is. manifeſt, that theſe Principles matte all Church Cen- 
{ares ineffeitual, and expoſe the Church 18 '#1/ he Mifchiefs 
F Eraſtianiſm: For if @ Prince ſhowld prefer an exrommu- 
nicated Perſow t0 the See of #he Biſhop, by whom he flands 
excommunicated's ſuppe/ing- owly-'t ha> he was wot 'excomman i- 


cared: for Herefie ; ' this Perfon,” tho \never (0 juſtly excon 
wunicated, \majb bs onned md obeyed nitead of the" Brihop 
who excommunitat ed. l'im-5' whith "Todger all Church Power 
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in the Prince, and makes ail Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures of no 
effeft for the Renefit and Preſervation of the Church, when- 
ever he pleaſes. 4221, | 

A Schiſmatical Prince, by this Doftrine, may ſet. up. 
Schiſmatical Biſhops, and the Church will have no Remedy 
ateinſt them. Fort inſtance, if Conſtantine had been a 
Novetian or Donati/t, he might have depoſed the Rightfal 
Biſhops, and have ſet up Novatians or Donati/ts in. their 
ſtead; If theſe Sefts were then only Schijmes 4 aud rhey were 
wo more at firſl: But whoever can imagin, that the Clergy 
and People of that Age wonld4 have communicated with therz, 
and have deſerted their true Biſhop, may indeed believe all 
that our Author has ſaid. Tho the truth is, according to 
Ins Principles, wo Prince can be a Schiſmatich, becauſe he 
may make what Biſhops he pleaſes, and fo can make what 
Chmrel he pleaſes,” and it will be the Duty of Chriſtians to 
communicate, wot with their Biſhops, but with their Prince, 
or, whith is the ſame thing, with what Biſhops he appoints. 

A Popiſh Prime might fet up Popiſh Biſhops amongit us ; 
for he tould never want Men, who at leaſt upon as good Grounds 
anel from as govd Anthorities, as thoſe npon wh:c) this Do- 
arine is propounded ts ns, would prove that Popery is no 
Fereſte. 

A Prince of a Latitudinarian Faith may by th:ſe Prin- 
ciples give us Socinian Biſh»ps: For the Diſciples of Epit> 
copius ax Curcelleus will wydertake to prove that the 
Points mm Controverſte are net of neceſſity to Salvation, and 
do not confequently involve the Aſſertors of them im HHere/1e. 

And if a Prince fhould dejign newer fo well, for the Glory 
of God, and the Intereſt of Relizion; yet how caſte it is for 
Princes to be miſtaken and miſled in things of this mature, 
we may ſee im Conſtantine himſelf, who was deceived Ly 
the Arians into a good Opinion of them, after the Council 
of Nice, ewen to the ſexding St. Athanaſius away from its 
See; tho he took care to keep it void from bim til{ his te. 

Turn, 
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turn, 10 prevent a Schiſm, which by the PraGice of the Church, 
could not otherwiſe bave been avoided. But this is moſt of 
all remarkable in the unhappy Reign of Conſtantius, who cer- 
tairxly was a very Devout Prince, and had very good inten- 
tions in calling ſo many Synods , and therefore the Fa- 
thers ofien mention him, with Reſpe® and with great Com- 
pajſuon; but was miſerably deluded and impoſed upon by 
the Arians, and.perſuaded to baniſh all the Orthodox Bi- 
ſtops, and fill up the Sees with thoſe of their own number. 
Hut we nmſt obſerve, that tho Conſtantius believed, that the 
Arians were not Hereticks but Orthodox, and died in hjs er- 
r.r, as S. Athanalius declares, tho $. Gregory Nanianzen 
and Theodorct, ſay the contrary : and therefore cannot be 
{uppoſed to want any inclinations to Depoſe Athanaſius by his 
own Power, and the Arians wanted no Malice againſt Atha- 
naſius, mor 0 Antbority with the Emperour to put him upon 
it, yet becauſe, according to the Do@rine profeſſed on both 
ſrdes, this could xot be done, they were forced to be at all 
that trouble to get a Synod of their own Party to effe@& it. 
But if it be /eft to the Arbitrary Will of the Prince to De- 
poſe the Orthodox Biſhops at is Pleaſure, and ſupply the 
vacancies with any whom he thinks fit, and their Dioceſes 
muſt be obliged in Conſcience to acknowledge them, he will 
be ſure in a ſhort time to have ſuch Biſhops as ſhall deater- 
mine that only to be Hereſie, which he will have to be ſo; and 
it is 4 vain thing to ſay, that Heretical Biſhops muſi not be 
premoted, or that they muſt not be obeyed, for in a little tize 
by this DodGrine there will be nothing reputed Hereſie, nor 
Schiſm, but to hold a different Opinion, and a different Com. 
munion jrom that of the ['rince. 
But to come nearer home, this Dodrine denies the Church 
a Power, wlich is granted to be in all other Societies 5 own 
ne. Head tut of their own chooſing, or who i, otherwiſe, 
reeularly jet over them according to their Charter or Con- 
ſiuution 5 and it ſeems, if King James had put in nan) 
ſf:ops 
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ops againſt the conſent of the Chapters, the Dioceſe would have 
been obliged to obey them, though the Fellows of Magdalen 
College in Oxtord aur Aa in Conſcience not to acknow- 
ledge a Preſident, who was forced upon them againſt their $ta- 
intes. 

It may perhaps be ſaid that we are ſecured from all the 
inconveniences that would follow __ this Dodrine, ina/- 
muchas bythe Laws of the Land no Biſhep can be forced 
upon ws by the King ; but he muſt be choſen by th: Chapter of 
the Cathedral Church of the Diaceſe, to which he js nominalce!, 
But firſt, if this DoGrine be calculated only for our otvn 
Church, and we muſt be governed by a different Rule from 
the reſt. of the Catholick Church, why then is the Prafice of 
the Greek Charch brought to recommend it to us. But if 
this have been the DoGrine and Pradice of all Churches, we 
are not to imagine, that the Laws of the Land can make it 
no ſin, but a Duty to ſeparate from intruding Biſhops, when 
the Laws of God and of his Church enjoyn the contrary, 
For the Laws of our Country muſt ceaſe 10 oblige us in Con- 
ſcience when they are inconſiſtent with the Dofrine and Pra- 
ice of the Church in all Ages + and if theſe biwe been al- 
\ways the Principles, and this the Pradice of th: Church, a 
it # now pretended, to own the preſent Biſhop, whocuer be le, ; \2 
he be no Hereticks, I doubt it will be in wain to alledo the 
Laws of the Land againſt an Intruder, when he js once in: 
Poſſeſſion, as long as he can keep bis Poſſeſſion; bat we mud 
have Biſhops de Facto, and muſt be bound-in Conſciznce to 
ſubmit 10 them, by whatever ill means they came in at firi. 
But ſuppaſe that the Laws of the Land would be a ſecurity ty 
#4, (44 they have hitherto been, and will be ſtill, if we retain 
our old Principles) yet how can we be ſure that the Laity will 
be more tender of the Honour and welfare of the Church than 
the Clergy themſelves are £ And that, if the Clergy eive wp the 
Eeclſuſtical Authority, they will not be willing ta conſent 
to it; and be contented that a Prince ſhould be abſolute im Ec- 
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to vo Affairs, if 'he nill but a# according to Law, is 
rol 

But whatever ſecurity there may be from the Secular Power 
to the Church, fence it 1s incorporated into the State; yet 
by theſe Principles the Church conld not have ſupported it 
Jelf againſt the Attempts of Schiſmaticks before the Em- 
peranrs became Chriftians, and if the Civil Government 
ſhould withdraw its Proted ion, it is plain this Scheme 
{eaves the Church no Power to defend it ſelf againſt the 
Ojurpation of one Biſhop upon another : for by this Model 
of - Churct- Government, if a Biſhop get into Poſſeſſion of 
anoihers Dicceſe by any way whatſoever, whether by the 
Secular Power, or by any other means, provided he be no 
Heretick , he is from thence forth to be looked wpon as the 
true Bijhop, notwithſtanding any Canon of the Church againſt 
his Qju pation. Sothat this Notion does effeffually diſſolve 
all C hurch-Government, and leaves no Power and Authority 
in the Church to preſerve it ſelf, but leaves it at the Mercy 
mt only of the Croil Magiſtrate , but of any Invader, who 
ir 'no Heretick or does not appear to be ſuch. Novatian, 
if he could have got into Poſſeſſion of the Epiſcopal Throne, 
muſt by theſe Primciples have been jubmitted to as Biſhop of 
Rome, than which nothing can be more abſurd, or mone 
contrary to the Dof@vine and Pradtice of the Church in all 
Ages. And if the Cauſe of the New Biſhops can te de- 
fended by none, but ſuch Principles, it is plain, that it 5s 
not to be defended at all : for we muſt not contradid the 
Dottrine of the Church in all Ages, v0: ſerve a preſent Turm ; 
nor maintuin the Church in this Age 'ſo as ts have no Chunch 
left for the next. ES Wo 
| But I ſhall not here nndertake further 10 ſhew how d 
gerous and deſftruftive theſe Principles are to the Church 
of England, and to Religion in general, much leſs is it - 
bulineſs to ſtate the Caſe now in Controverſie, 1 intond on 
to puriue 'the Author of this Treatiſe through his Diſcoveries, 


which 
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which te predendls v0 make **# Eeckſriftewl Fiftory + and of 
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we ſhall 08 fu fimoot 


and falſe 'Storres of Fol oboe Writerof no Naw nor An 
thority, but who appears ts have lived in the moſt dleeoyed 
and "wort State of the Greek Church, when their Sermons 
were nothing but ill digeſted Rapſodies, which, bath for their 
Sie andl Senſe, will ſcarce en rhe Reade 5 heir Ec 
pp Fiiftories nothing but Legenals of Mrackes, and 

ir Hiftories, both Berkefafticad a ad Croil, full of ſuch 
idle Stories as moſt Men' are aſhamed yo tell aftty bees and 
when by their Vices amil Iomorante they 'bad remelred thems- 
ſelves ripe for that Deflrn#ion, whith ſoon after tame wpon 
them. It is to thoſe Ages that we owe the loſs of fo mary 
of the Works of the Fathers of the Firſt Centuries, \and the 
Corruption of others, to Coamienance the Terets and Pratfces 
- their own times; and it is nd wonder, thit when their B+- 


ops were' ſo often Depoſed whe ho ohne the Emyeronr 


Dt q-roo Bs or HO very wnjuſt pretences , Jore 
Pot _ fo make # L belicond, Fes fech Prooveds 
ecquieſtedt in, according to the Prafice of former 


— in aſe be lhe caſer; when the decay of af ſound Know- 
feclge' and 1rne 'Religion, -andl of als od Orders and Diſ- 
ciplirre both in Church and State was ſo” great, ani their Di- 
Jo incurable, which were principally occaſioned; or ex- 
tremely heightened by the frequent aides of '#he Parriaroby, 
that they at laſt brought iter ruin upon the Enepire, and fub- 
jeFed the Cherch to rhe Arbitrary Pleaſure < the ew 
Seignior, 
d it is worth our obfertiction; that notwithflending 
yy Leen ſo 'raftomar for the Emperors in the Greek Check 
their Biflope. yet "after 'the Thirteenth Century, 
Cand how long after we cannot _ it mas matter of difpute 
in that Church, whether they ought to Chymmunicute with the 
mew Biſhops 3 ſo thar this 44h, wig Bock '# # contrads- 
(a) Gon 
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Gion to. bis very yp hy writing it <. far if they hed con- 
fPanth for. ſo meny' Ages ſubwitted oye (trading) Befiops 
as often os they were put up, how came there at that time to be 
any doubt about it * Or how could it then be neceſſary to prove, 
with ſo much Pains and Formality, that which be would make 
ws believe bad been the conſtant PraGice of their Church in eve- 
ry Age? If what he ſays had been true, it_ conld have needed 
mo Prof to them, and ſince be was forced to be at ſo much 
Pains to prove it to the Greeks themſelves, that this had 
ever beex the PraGice of their own Church, it is a good Ar- 
unent to ws that it was not the Pradice of it >, for if it had 
en all along praiſed, no Man almoſt among them could 
have been ignorant of it, ſince, accordmg to his own account, 
there was ſcarce any Age but afforded too many Inſtances of 
the Removal of Biſhops, | 
Conſidering all this, I wonder that the learned Writer of 
the Preface ſhould tell ws, that this. Author is ſo unexception- 
able a Fudg to appeal to: for I ſionld be wery ſerry, if any 
exception ſhould lye againſt the Authors of our own time, 
that does not lye againſi this. Ves ſays he, Surely no un- 
charitable Aſperſions of time-ſerving, courting Preferment, 
or the like, that might be caſt upon any that ſhould write 
now in this Cauſe, can. take place againſt this Author, ſo 
remote from the preſent Age and Controverſie. 1 hope 
uncharitable Aſperſtons will take place neither againſt this Au- 
thor nor any other, but it is too much to 47 go w that 
Clergy men were never ſwajzed by Inter:ſt till now of late ; 
this would be too great a Satyr upon the preſent Age, and would 
betray too great ignorance of all that are paſt ; for there is ne- 
thing more notoriows than that mankind have. had. the ſame 
Palfwons and Frailties in all Times; and if we were to ſearch 
for Examples of Prejudice, and Deceit, and Per fidioufneſs, 
and all manner of ill Praftices, we ſhould no where ſooner 
find them, than in thoſe degenerate Ages of the Church. And he 
tells us, that our Author probably was. ane of. the Rope 
| tat 
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that aflifted at the new Patriarchs Conſecration, for whoſe 
ſake all this was written : ſo that the Caſe was the / io and 
the Controverſie the ſame, and the difference is only in Time, 
and Place, and perhaps in ſome other as inconſiderable Cir- 
cumſtances. 

But 1 ſhall apply my ſelf to the Greck Author , and 
in Anſwer to him ſhall conſider all that is ſaid in 


the Preface to ſtrengthen and ſupport his Authorities from 
Antiquity. 
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ANSWER 


TREATISE 


Ecclefiaſtical 


Shall follow our Author in his 
own way, tho hedoes not always 
- proceed according to 

Time ; which is no Argument of 
his Skill or Exactneſs, but ſhews that 
he took up his Materials as he found 
them, placed them without any 
great Care or Method. And to ſhew 
his judgment, we ſhall ſee he has ſome- 
times brought Inſtances which are 
nothing to his purpoſe. 

He begins with S. Chryſoſtom, and 
in the firlt place wentd infinuate that 
he was Uncanonically Ordained , ha- 
ving received the Order of Deacon by 
the hands of Me/etins, who was placed 
by the Arians in the Sea of Euſtathins 
Biſhop of Sebaſtia in Armenia, and 
was afterwards Tranſlated to Antiach 
whilſt Euftathius was yet hving : and 
he obſerves, that Melerius, notwith- 
itanding, was renwved to Antioch 'by 


Hiſtor Y » OG 


the joynt conſent of both the Ortho- 
dox and Arian Biſhops, and that both 


of S. Baſil and S. COR were Or- 


dained Deacons by 

By all this we are given to under- 
ſtand, that Euſtathius of Sebaſt:a had 
4: wrong done him, and that Me- 
etius being beſides made Biſhop by 
the Arians could never become a lawe 
ful Biſhop. 

As to the firſt point : Enſtathrus 
was condemned in two Synods for his 


ill Tenets and Practices. He was firſt $,c-4:./ 24 


Depoſed by his own Father Eula/:ts 
Biſhop of Cuſares in Cappodocia, and 
was afterwards condemned in a Synod 
at Gangre in Paphlagonia, becauſe af- 
ter he was Depoſed, he had done ma- 
oy. wp contrary to the Canons. 
© He had to Marry, and com- 
*manded to abſtain from" Meats ; he 
* had cauſed ſeveral Men and ther 

B * Wives 
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© Wives to depart from each othet ; 


' thoſe who would not come to Church, 
© he had perſuaded to-Communicite 1n 
* their Morrfes. Me made ferent t%er- 
* vary jeave ther Myitess por pro- 
*tences of Piety. He wore the Hi 
* bit of a Philoſopher /which was the 
* miſdemeanor his Father at firlt DUe- 
* poſed him for) and had introduced a 
* new kied of diſtinct Habit for all of 
* hi own Sect. cauſed 


a 

ove Horn. he eees it the 
* fet Faſts of the Church, and inted 
* his Followers to Falt on Sundays, He 


* would not ſo much as admit any 
* Prayers to be made in the Houſes of 
* married Perfors, and commanded all 
* to avoid, as @ thing abominable, the 
* BenediCtion and Cammumon of a 
* Prieit, who had a Wife, tho he had 
* married her before he entred into 
* Orders, and he both did and taught 
* many ether things of like nature. 


Sozom-/,4. Sozomen relates, that beſides his bei 


6-24. 


Baſil. Ep, and that & 
72.73, 74. falſe and perverſe _— 
78, 79. 


Depoſed at Caſaree in Cappodoria, a 
at Gangre, he was Excommunicated 
by a Synod at Neoceſaria in Pontus, 
by Eujebius Bilbop of 
nople , for his Treachery in 
he had been en- 
truſted with, and was Convicted of 
Perjury ina Synod of 4x#ioch. To all 
this I need not add, that he was an 
Arian, and reno the Nicene 
Creed, which He 0 once E oayorty 

n complams © 

_ and beſides 
lays, thak it was reported. of him, that 
he bad reordained ſome of his Pro- 
ſelites, tho he could fcarce believe 
it, Fnee no Heretick was ever known 
to dare to do it. Theſe certainly are 
Crimes which would juſtige his being 
Liepoſed, and it could be no fault in 
Meletws to prefide inthe Sce of a 
Biſhop, who jar {@ jult Reaſons was 
candanned in feveral Synods, and bad 


The Second thing. viz. Th:t Melee 
tius was Conſicrited by tlie Artans, 
was ind-od + preit objection againt 
Fr. ant had ike to have been very 
» © ortequence to the Churely of An- 
110-5, For tho Meletius had ſhewn 
hanſelf a zealous and learned Afſſertor 
of that Orthodox Faith, and was high- 
ly elteemed by the Orthodox Biſhops, 
who were mightily fatsfied with his 
Prometion to the See of Amtiaeh : 
yet there was a Party of Men who (hil} 
retained a Prejudice againlt him upon 
the account of h's Conſecration; and 
during his Baniſhment under Cenſtan- 
tius, Lucifer Ca/aritanus coming to 
Antioch Conlecrated Pau'wnys Baſliop 
of that City, which, when he ſaw the 
Orthodox Biſhops, and particularly E- 
ſebius of Vercelles, difapprove of it, 
gave the firſt occaſion to Lucifer to 
begin that Sect, which from him took 
its denomination. Aeletins at his re- 
turn from Exile, under Fulzan, finds Seer. /. 2, 
the Church of Antiech divided into c- 9. 
three Parties ; one, that followed Eu. Sozom.l ;, 
rous the Arian Biſhop ; another that c. 13. 
Communicated with Pau/inus; and a 
third, that adhered ſtill to himſelf, as 
ther lawful Biſhop: the Arians had 
polſeſſed themſelves of all the Churches 
within the City, but one of the ſmall 
Churches, which they allowed Pauls- 
1us, (o that he was forced to hold his 
Aſſemblies without the Gates. Me/c- 
tius (ſuffered a ſecond Baniſhment un- 
der Valens ; and when he was re{tored 
by Gre:ian, Paulinus being then An- Socy. |. *, 
cient, thoſe who were of Melctmus's C. 5. 
Communion, endeavoured to have the 
difference ſo Compoſed, that both he 
and Paulinus might together Preſide 
in that See. But Paulemus refuled to 
agree to it, alledging that Melerius had 
ow his _—_ _ Arian Bi- 

a Ferment, and cauſed Metetrus to re- 


had Azatbema pronounced agauaik bis fume the Throne in one of the Churches 
Dactrines. without the City. This bred greatcon- 
tentions 
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tentions between the Parties, but at 
laſt they came to this agreement ; That 
whoſoever of theſe two Biſhops ſhould 
die firſt, the ſurvivour ſhould be the 
ſole Biſhop of the See ; and there be- 
ing fix Men then in Antzoch, who up- 
on the Death of them, might probably 
make pretenſions to the Succeſſion, 
they were all [worn to this Agreement. 
And thus the diflerence was Compoſed, 
only the Luciferians would by no 
means be prevailed with to Communi- 
cate with him , but ſet up ſeparate 
Congregations. Thus it was according 
to the account Socrates gives of this 
Matter 3 but as Theodorzte relates it, 
Sapores, whom the Emperor had ſent 
to inſpect and regulate this Buſineſs, 
ſeeing the great equity and condeſcen» 
fion of Meletius, put him into Poſleſ- 
fion of the Biſhoprick : for he makes 
no mention of any Agreement between 
him and Paulinus, but only ſays, that 
Meletius had the See delivered up to 
him, and Paulinuw remained Biſhop 
oy of that Party, which adhered to 


im. 
This being the caſe, ſince Me/errus 
was ſo eminent a defender of the Or- 
thodox Faith, as he is confeſſed by all 
to have been, and had twice ſu 
Baniſhment for it, and during his firſt 
Banifhment had one irregularly placed 
in his See, and did afterwards, notwith- 
{ttanding fo a Provocation, uſe 
all the C hon that could be ex- 
pected in ſuch a Caſe ; it could be no 
juſt Prejudice againſt him, that be 
was at firſt made Biſhop by the Arzans, 
or rather by the Semi-Arzans, or Aca- 
cians, who upon occafion would ſub- 
ſcribe the Nicene Creed, and pretended 
to kave no exceptions to the Doctrines 
contained in it, but were for taking a- 
way the word worm, as not being 
found in Scripture, as it the difference 
had been only in Terms, contriving in 
the mean tune all the ways poſſible to 
undermine the Faith by their own Ex- 


"tx «RS. 
rus Bat it does not that 
tius ever was an Arian ſelf ; 


on the contrary the Orthodox Fathers 

never mention kim, but with the great- 

eſt commendations ; and he ſeems to 

have been impoſed upaen by the Aca- 

cians and Semi-Arians for a while, 

who diſguiſed and diſlembled their Opi- 

nions. For when he was called to give 

an account of his Faith in the preſence * 

of Conftaxtius himſelf, in the Synod Theod. t.2, 

at Antioch, he declared hunfſelf to the © 31- 

entire ſatisfaction of the Orthodox Bi- 

ſhops ; and it was no more than they 

expected from him, and were before 

well aſſured of, which made them fo 

deſirous to have him advanced to the 

See of Antioch. And tho Socrates Sr. 1. 2. 

fays, that Melet us ſubſcribed the Form © 44- 

of Faith which Acac:us produced in the 

Synod of Selencia ; yet this ſeems to 

be a miſtake, which perhaps the parti- 

ality, which he plainly enough diſco- 

vers for Paulinus, might betray him 

to; for Meletiw's name is not to be 

found among the Subſcriptions to the 

Creed of Acacius ſet down in Epi. EP1has.. 

phanzus. Her. 73. 
Now it was determined in this Caſe, 

in a Council at Alexandria (a) that 

the worſt of Hereticks, the very Prin- 

Cipal and Leading Men among then 

upon the renouncing their Errors, and 7 

reconciling themſelves to the Church | 

by Repentance, ſhould be received to 

Communion, tho not to Officiate as 
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Clergymen z. but - the leſs culpable, 
wie had been abuſed and miſled, were 
likewiſe to be' permitted the Exerciſe 
and Adminiſtration of their Function. 
Which is no more than was praCti 

in the Council of Nice it ſelf towards 
the Arian Biſhops, who renounced 
their Hereſie, and figned the Nicene 
Creed, as S. Hierom urges in his Dia- 
logue Adverſus Luciferzanos, where he 
diſputes this point at large. This was 
all atong the Practice of the Church 
towards the Arians and 'Novations, 
and * Donati/ts , and the Melerians, 
who were fo denominated from Me- 
lerrus the African Biſhop, to admit 
©; their Orders, upon their Reconciling 
the:nfelves to the Church,” and thus it 
was confirmed and eſtabliſhed in the 
C-uncil 'of Nzce. And'to the deter- 
minations of this Council of Alexan- 
aria, Lncifer Calaritanus himſelf had 
prven his aſſent by his Deacon, whom 
he had ſent thither for that purpoſe, 
and (ball the Weſtern Church ap- 
proved of this Decree as the only Re- 


medy again{t the Arian Herefie. For , 


the trae Reafon' why the Weſtern Bi- 
ſhops eſpouled the Cauſe of Paulinus 
again(t Melet;us was not for any Ot= 
jection they had again{t his Ordmation 
{ which was made an Objection by none 
bnt the Luciferians) but becauſe he had 
been repreſented in the Welt as an 
Heretick, as $S. Baſil! complains, and 
as it appears from-S. Hierom's two 
Fpiltles to Damaſus, wherein he de- 
fires to know of him, with wham be 
ſhould Communicate at Antioch : and 
Haulinus was thought little better of in 
the Eaſt, for receiving to Commrmion 
the Aﬀociates of Marcellus. But M:« 
letius was received as Patriarch of An- 


(bY) Aſenſus eft buic ſemtentie 
Occidens , per tam neceſſarium 
concilum Satane faucibus mundus 


oveptus eſt, Hieron, adv, Luciterian. 


tioch in the General Council of Con- 
ſantineple, and dying there, S.Gregory 
Nyſſen in the preſence of that Vene- 
rable Aſſembly celebrated his memory 
with the higheſt Praiſes in his Funeral 
Oration. And upon his death Flavia- 


nu Was 


unanimous conſent choſen E0:/*. S- 


Biſhop of Aurroch , and the choice 2294: C. P. 


confirmed” in that General” Council, 42:4 


tho Paulinus was yet living, who there- Theod. l.5. 


upon-nominated Euaprius for his Suc- ©: 9- 


ceiſor, but he dying ſoon after Pauli- Sor. |. 5. 


7115, no other Biſhop was choſen in his c. 1 5- 


room, 

But 'the ſtate of this Controverſie, 
as it lay between the Meletians and 
Lucifertans, is a direct confatation of 
the whole deſign of this Authors Trea- 
tiſe, For if all Chriſtians are obliged 
folook no further than to the Biſhop 
in Poſſeflion 3 Paulin was put into 
poſſeſſion of the See of Antioch, 
whilſt Meletinus was in Bamrſhment, and 
he at his return was forced to hold his 
Aſlemblies without the City ; yet the 
Meletians never thought this any Rea- 
fon for their compliance, nor did the 
Adherents of Paulznw ever urge it up= 
on them : they urged that Melerius 
had been made Biſhop' by Arians, and 
that Plea was over-ruled bytlie deter. 
mination of a Council held at Alexan- 
dria ; whereas if our Authors notion 
had then been good DoEtrine, it mult 
ſoon have decided the Queltion : for 
no Man could deny but' Paulmus was 
actual Biſhop in the abſence of Mele- 


trus, which was a better pretence than 
if he had been turnedout to make way: 


for him; and fo it is impoſible, but 
this Argument muſt have been 11fifted 
upon , if this had been then an ap- 
proved Doctrine ; and it had been at 
leaſt a good: Argument in the Eaſtern 
Church, where. our Author would 
make us beleve, -1t was always the Cu- 
{tom to Communicate with the Biſhop 
for the time being, however he came 
to be ſo: and it 18 incredible, that im 

io 
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ſo weighty a Controverſie, which was 
fo long depending, no Man ſhould 
once think of the thing, which could 
alone decide it, when it was fo obvi- 
ous to all capacites, and is ſuppoſed to 
have been received into the contant 
Praftice of the Church in all ſuch 
Caſes. St. Chryſoſtom himſelf after the 
death of Meletins, for three whole 
years would not Communicate with et 
ther fide; and at laft, as all, but So- 
crates, feſtifie, was ordained Presbyter 
by Flavianus, that is, he eſpoufed the 
cauſe of the Meletians, and took di- 
rectly the contrary fide to that, which 
he ought to have taken by theſe Prin- 
Ciples. For it was a received Maxim, 
that regularly there cou!d be but one 
Biſhop of one Church at the ſame time 
(for if a Biſhop appointed his own Suce 
ceſlor, and took him in his life time 
for an aſſiſtant to him, this was an 
extraordinary caſe, and he retained the 
Authority till to himſelf, or 1t was at 
his own choice, whether he would part 
with any of it) and if the Biſhop in Pol- 
ſefſton were to be the one Biſi27p, Mes 
lets ris had been precluded by Pats, 
wherr he re:urned from Baniſhment, 
and Paulmus was afterwards left in Poſ- 
ſcifion upon the death of Mcletzus. 
'Tis plat then that this Doctrine was 
unknown to the whole Church at that 
itme, and particularly to S. Chryſoſtom, 


upon whoſe account this: 1s brought, 


and whoſe Caſe comes now to be con- 
lidered. 

The Author obſerves that upon the 
Depofing of S. Chryſoſtom , Arfacins 
was placed in his See, who in fourteen 
months time ma't be ſuppoſed to O-- 
dain Biſhops, Prielts, and Deacons; or 
if he did not, yet Arricus ſucceeded 
him, whilſt S. Chry/oſtom was yet alive 
and in Exile. Atticus fat as Patriarch 
twenty years, and yet all his Ordinati- 
ons were never queitioned, but were 
ceccived by the Caurch, as if they had 
been Canonical, At: ci was ſucceeded 


by Syinnint, and- lie by Neſtoriur; 
and both Atricus and Sr/inmus were 
owned as Patriarchs by Ce/e/tine Biſhop 
of Rome itn an Epiltle to N:forzus ; 
and in the General Council of Epheſus 
no exceptions were made to the Promo- 
tions of the Patriarchs of Cor /Eanre- 
nople, only Neſtorius himſelf was De- 
poled for Herelie. To enforce all this 
yet further, the Writer of the Preface 
cites ſome paſſages ont of the life of 
S. Chry'oſtom written by Pallad:us, to 
fhew what the Opinion of that Father 
was in his own Cife, and how far he 
was from infilting upon any Right he 
had to be acknowledped {till, as Pa- 
triarch , when he was once Depoſed: 
For, fays he, S Chryſeſtem adviſed 
and charged the Biſhops his Friends 
more than once, That as they lowed 
Chriſt, none of them ſhould leave his 
Church upon his account : Toat they 
muſt keep Communion with bis Depo- 


lers, and not rend and divide the 


Church. And he emjoyned ſome de- 
voce Miomen that attended there, that 
& they hoped to obtain Mercy from 


God, they ſhud pay the ſame Ser- 


vice and Good mill to ts Succeſſor by 
a fair Ele*!ton, that they had done to 
himſelf: for the Church could not be 
without a Biſhop. | 

But this notwithltanding, upon ex1- 
minatio1 we ſhall find that S. Chr»/9- 


[tom was clearly of another mind, than 


he is here repreſented to be of, and that 
there is nothing in his Caſe, which wi'l 
in the teat favour this Authors Do- 
Qtrine. TI have already obſerved, how 
much contrary S Chryſſtom acted to 
theſe Principles in the caſe of Mele: :- 
us, and 1 ſhall now make it appear, 


that he was evidently againſt them in- 


his own. 


The account Palladiny gives us 19 Pa!,.; -. 
this : S. Chryſoſtem betore his tirſt 22. C/ 1 
Baniſhment, when he perceived what p. C >. 


violent Methods his Adverlaries would 
take; ſpoke to the totty Biſhops, who 


were” 
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Avere met with him ! That as they 


loved Chrilt none of them would leave 
his Church upon his account : For, ſays 
he, I am now ready to be offered, and 
rbe time of my departure 33 at hand, 
mn $, Paul's words. I ſhall undergo 
many Sufferings, I ſee, and ſo de- 
pare this life. And afterwards; To 
we to live is Chriſt, and to die 15 
gain, and, am I better than the Pa- 
triarchs, than the Prophets and A- 
poftles that 1 ſhould be immortal ? 

rom whence it is plain that he was ve- 
ry apprehenſive that his Enemies had a 
delign upon tis life, and that they 
wou'd not ſuffer him to live much 
longer : (c) For it was commonly re- 
ported that he was to be beheaded. 
At this one of them exprefſed, how 
much they were troubled tor the Deſo- 
lation and Confuſion that would befal 
the Church, when wicked Men ſhould 
Uſurp the Government of it. Upon 
which he again exhorts them not to 
forſake their Churches : For, ſays he, 
Preaching did not begin with me, nor 
will it end with me: did not Moſes 
die? And was not Joſhua appointed 
to ſucceed bim ? Did not Samuel die ? 
And mas nor David anomted ? Jere- 
miah departed this life, but did he not 
leave Baruch behind ? Elijah was raken 
1:þ into Feaven, but then did not 
{l:ſha Prophecy 2 $.Paul was beheaded, 
but did be not leave Timothy, Titus, 
Apollos, and innumerable others be- 
hind him 2 When he had ſaid this, 
Fulyfius, Bilbep of Apamea in Bithy- 
7:i4 puts him in mind, that if they 
retained their Churches they mult be 
forced to Communicate, and to Suh- 
ſcribe to the Depoling him : to which 
S. Chryſoſtom anſwers, that he would 
have them hold Communion to pre- 
vyerit a Schiſm in the Church, but by 


——— 
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no means to Subſcribe ; for he was 
conſcious to himſelf of nothing for 
which he ought to be Depoſed , or 
thruſt out of his See. Juſt before his 
ſecond Baniſhment, he ſpeaks to O:ym- 
pias the Deaconeſs with ſome others, 
ſaying, I ſee the things concerning me 
have an end, I have finiſhed my 
Courſe, and probably you will never 
ſee my face more : this one thing I 
deſire of you, that none of you ont 
your accuſtomed Good-will and at- 
tendance upon the Church ; and who« 
ever ſhall be Ordained without his 
own ſeching, and (d) againſt his de- 
fire, by a general conſent, that you 
would obey him, as you would do me : 
for the Church cannot be without a 
Biſhop. 

It is evident both from the Words 
themſelves, and from the Circurſtan» 
ces in which he ſpoke them , that 
S. Chryſoſtom both times looked upon 
himſelt as a dying Man, when he uſed 
theſe words in taking his leave of the 
Bi , and of the Deaconeſſes, and 
therefore they cannot import, that he 
would have them ſubmit to a Biſhop, 
who ſhould ſucceed 'him during his 
liſe. 

But if we allow the words their ut- 
moſt Latitude, and take them in the 
greateſt extent that they will poſſibly 
admit of, they can ameunt to no more 
than this, not that they ſhould ſubmit 
to any Biſhop, who ſhould ſucceed bim, 
whilſt he was living; but to one, who 
ſhould not be defirous or fond of it, 
but ſhould come in againit his own in- 
clinations, and by an unanimous con- 
ſent ; by which we can underſtand no 
leſs, than that he means one, who was 
not of the Party againlt him, nor had 
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any hand in thruſting him out ; and if 
ſuch an one were choſen unanimouſly, 
who was a friend to his Cauſe, and 
lamented the injuſtice done him, 
and who unwillingly and upon necefſi- 
ty only could be prevailed upon to fill 
the See, and who therefore muſt have 
been as willing to have given way to 
bim, as the true Patriarch, if ever he 
ſhould have returned ; if ſuch an one 
were choſen ; (and fuch an one be muſt 
be, if he were choſen by general con- 
ſent : for never any Biſhops departure 
was more grievous ta all but the Facti- 
on that Depoſed him, than S. Chry/o- 
flom's was) then, according to tins 
Senſe of his words, he adviſes them 
not to divide the Church upon his ac- 
count, but to joyn in Communion 
with ſuch a Biſhop, fince this was the 
oaly means to the Charches 
Peace. Which is a conditional Relag- 
nition, or a Declaration that he would 
forgoe his own Right upon condition 
that ſuch a Biſhop were choſen as he 
there mentions. But, if we fup;oſe 
this to be S. Chry/oſtom's meaning, the 
See was dif of to men, who were 
very far from being ſuch B:ſhops as he 
exhorted them to fubmit to. For all 
his Friends endured great hardſhips 


Pallad. p. under A4rſactus, and Articus had been 


5” 


the chief Incendiary again{t him. And 


S0z. (1b. 8. this is the excuſe which Phorzus makes 


27. 


for ſome Expreilions, that ſeem:d to 


Pot. Bi- him a little too ſevere, which S. Chry- 
vt. Cod. foſtom uſed concerning Arſacius in an 
279. 


Epittle ta Cyriacas. 

And to be convinced that S. Chry- 
ſoſtom did not deſign that they ſhould 
ſubmit to any Biſhop, that ſhould be 
ſet up, we need only conſider that theſe 
very Perſons, to whom he gave this 1n 
charge, never would ſubmit ether to 
Arſacius or Atticus, at leaſt during 
his Life; but ſuffered all that they 
could do to them, rather than they 
would comply, and S. Chry/of? om wrote 
many Epiltles to theſe very Biſhops and 
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Deaconeſſes, to comfort and ſupport 
them under the fevere afflictions, 
which they endured upon this account : 
And when Palladins himſelf, and fo 
many other Biſhops, with the reft of 
the Clergy (uff 0 muci m S.Chry- 
ſoſtom's Cauſe, as is mentioned in his 
Life, it is paſt all belief, that neither 
any of the reſt, nor Paladins, whois 
ſuppoſed to be the Author of this ac- 
count of his Life, and was one of thoſe 
Biſhops to whom S. Chryſo/tom give 
theſe directions, ſhould call to mind 
what he had ſaid to them ; but the Bi- 
ſhops as well as Deaconeffes ſhould with 
one conſent act contrary to what 
S. Chry/ſot om in his laft words required 
of them, and ſhould either miſtake 
him, or forget what he had ſaid, or 
ſhould chooſe to ſuffer any thing ra- 
ther than obſerve his advice, and dv 
what he had told them was therr Duty. 
But as his Friends could not have to 
little reſpect for him, or fo little care 
of themſelves, as to forget fo ſoon, 
what it would have been ſo much for 
their own eaſe and fatety toremember : 
ſo he would not have failed in fome 
one of his Epiſtles at leaſt to put 
them in mind of it, and would never 
have let them ſuffer fo much, contrary 
to that Du'y, which his laſt words in. 
culcated ta them, tiking no care af- 
terwards to remind them. wiat Gd 
and the Church require] of them. If 
he had never heard of their condition, 
or had never had an opportunity to 
wri'e to them about it. it is ſcarce poſ- 
ſible they ſhould mifundertand him 
fo, as to run themſelves into ſuch need- 
leſs, and indeed finful ſufferings; but 
when he held a Correſpondence with 
them in bis Baniſhment, and wrete fo 
often upon this very Subject, it is 
incredible that they ſhould ſafer for 
not doing that, which he had exhorted 
them to do, and that he among all his 
Canſolations ſhould forget that which 
would alone have given them effectual 

and 


Ep. 125. 
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ard preſent relief, and ſhould omit to 
tell them, that they (uttered when they 
needed not, and in a Cauſe, in whica 
they could not {uffer with a good Con- 
ſcience. 

But this is not all : S. Chryſoſtom 
does not only omit to tell them, that 
they needed rot, and ought not to 
ſuffer, but applauds them for ſutter- 
ing in ſo gocd a Cauſe, ard exhorts 
them to perleverance, and applies thoſe 
Scriptures to them, which pronounce 
ble:fings upon thoſe, who ſuffer for 
Righteouſneſs lake : He tells them 
they ought not to value their hives 1n 
ſuch a Cauſe, being certain. of a re- 
ward in Heaven. He (<) extols the 
Apoſtol;cal Courage and Conltancy of 
the Biſhops and Clergy, who were in 
Priſon, and compares tzem to-S.: John 
Bapt:/t, both in their Sufterings and in 
the juttneſs of their Cauſe; and repre- 
ſents it, as a more glonous thing to 
ſutfter ſo much, and fo long for the 
Vindication of the Primitive Conliitu- 
tions and Diſcipline, than it was for him 
to be beheaded for telling Herod, that 
it was not lawful for him to have his 
Bruther Philip's.Wile: S. Fohn Baptzſt 
ſuficred but once; but he bids them 
ſay, we are ready toſuffer ten thouſand 
Deaths rather thin comply nith the 
Tlſurper TuKoFas|olv 4 aloruetn, PLEY 
Sod7 69647 pverdrys. He cxhorts the 
Biſhop and Ciergy of Scyrbopolrs to a- 
void, as to their own Honour, and the 
Benefit of the Church they had already 
done, all thoſe, who hid filled the 
World with Confuſtons, and had 
brought ſuch divitons into the Church : 
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ard he writes to the Biſhop of FerwA» 
lem to the ſame e, and almoſt 
in the ſame words. In his Epiſtle to 
Cyriacus, (f) 1 have beard, ſays he, 
of * that vain Man Arſacius, whom the 
Empreſs bas placed in the Epiſcopal 
Throne , that he has affiifled the 
Brethren, and the Virgins, who would 
not Communicate with him ; and many 
of them have died in Priſon for my 
ſake. For he 43: a Wolf in Sheeps 
clothing , and has the Habit of a 
Biſhop, but is an Adulterer ; for as 
a Woman 15 called an Adultereſs, who 
is married to another Man, whilſt 
her Huiband 1s living, ſo he 15 not a 
Carnal but a Spiritual Adulterer ; 
for he has uſurped -my See, whilſt '1 
am alive. 1t is doubtful, ' I confeſs, 
whether this Epittle to Cyriacus be 
genuine ; for it is rejected both by 
Mr. Hales and Mr. Boys in their Notes 
upon it , and theſe expreſſions con- 
cerning Arſacius , are alledged by 
Mr. Hales as one rea\on, why he thinks 
it carnot bs S. Chryſoſtom's : but 
Mr. Boys ſays, he ſhould the rather be 
inclined to think it genuine, becauſe 
of theſe expreflions, and he anſwers all 
the other ObjeCtions againit it, re- 
jecting it himſelf only upon the ac- 
count of the Style. - I ſhall only fay, 
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that there are ſo many Accidents, which 
may make any Authors ſtile different at 
difterent times, eſpecially in bis fami- 
har Letters, and thoſe written in 
Baniſhment, and perhaps under the diſ- 
orders of fickneſs and dangers, which 
S. Chryſoſtom ſo often complains of, 
that this Cenſure from the Stile mutt 
be the lefs certain, eſpecially fince Pho- 
tis could not diſcern but that it was 
genuine, tho he took notice of this very 
paſſage concerning Arſacius and de- 
tends it. But ſuppoſe it not to be 
genuine, yet it is very ancient, and was 
written probably by one, who lived in 
S. Chryſoftom's time, and was not un- 
acquainted with his ſenſe of theſe things. 

S. Chry/oſtom having put another Bi- 
ſhop in mind of the reward, which he 
would certainly receive for his ſutferings 
in another World, takes off that Ob- 
jection, which might be made from the 
ſmalneſs of their number ; and tells 
him, that if they would ſhew them- 
ſelves couragious, they would be too 
hard for thoſe, who were more in num. 
ber, and boaſted themſelves in their 
wickedneſs ; that God would be their 
help and affiſtance, if they would but 
do their Duty, and that they were in- 
gaged in a Cauſe, which concerned all 
the Churches in the World. But that 


Ep.13. 4d which yet further ſhews S. Chryſoſtom's 


Om. 


mind in this matter is ; that, the Bi- 


— ſhop, whom he had Conſecrated and 


ſent to the Gothes, being dead, he 
takes care to provide another Biſhop 
for them, and 1s very follicitous, that 
one ſhould not be Ordained and ſent 
thither by Arſacius; or Atezcus, (o 
that he not only looked upon himſelf 
as the only rightful Patriarch , but 
aRed as ſuch in his Baniſhment. 

We (ce, that S. Chryſoſtom was very 
far from adviſing, or ſo much as con= 
niving at a compliance with the Uſur- 
pation of the Biſhop, that had poſlel(- 
ſed himſelf of his See. He com- 
mended, and encouraged thoſe that 


would not Communicate with h:m, 
he comforted them, with the expeCta- 
tion of Rewards in Heaven, tor what- 
ever they cou'd ſuffer here in a Cauſe, 
which was fo pleafing to God, and up- 
on which depended the good of the 
whole Chriſtian Church ; he called Ar- 
fſacins by name a Wolt 1a Sheeps 
clothing, (if the Epiſtle to Cyrracus 
be genuine) and took upon himſclf 
Epiſcopal Authority, even in his Exile ; 
he encouraged all every where to itaind 
out againſt the Ufurper, by his Epi- 
{tles, which he fent to the Eaſtern Bt- 
ſhops and to thoſe of the Well;to the Bi. 
ſhops, Preits, and Deacons, who were 
impriſoned, and to perfons of both 
Sexes, and of all Orders and Degrecs - 
for the greateſt part of his Fpiltles arc 
upon this Subject, and yet there is not 
one word of ſubmifſion or compl- 
ance ; but the moſt earneſt and patſto- 
nate Exhortations tothe contrary, from 
all the motives which he could ufc, 
that concern either this or another life. 
And there is much more to the ſame 
purpoſe in (g ) a Diſcourſe which he 
wrote in his Exile, to remove the 
ſcandal ſome took by reaſon of the 
Perſecution, the Church then lay under. 

The Author of the Preface confe(- 


ſes, that che Weſtern Churches did aT. «1; ' 5 
long time refuſe Communion with c, 4, 


Jome Biſhops, that had conſpired 1+ 
ro S. Chryſoſtom. He ſhould have 
aid, as Theodorite , whom he quotes 
ſoon after, does, that they would not 


hold Communion with the Biſhops of 


E2ypt, and of the Eaft, nor with thoſe 
upon the By mo_ , and of Thrace, 
till they had Regiſtered the name of 
S. Chryſoſtem among the reſt of the 
Patriarchs deceaſed, But he ſays, that 
in this caſe the renouncing Communi- 
on was only, as it were, a breaking 
off a Correſpondence. Suppoſe it were 
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no wore; yet it cannot be ſhown that 
it was ever thought lawful tor: one Pa- 
triarch ta break off Correſpondence 
thus with 2nother, but vp:nfuch Rez 
ſors as would jiſltifie a ſeparation in 
Biſhops from their own Patriach. But 
it was not bire!y a not Correſponding 
with A:ſacius and Articus : for the 
We'ern Church not only eſpouſed 
S. Chry/c/iom's Caute, but did approve 
of the proceedings of thoſe who ſut- 
{ered for it, and were not backward to 
declare that they had done well in not 
Communicat ng with the new P.tri- 
triarchs ; they denyed that theſe had 
any Epiſcopal Authority, or ought to 
be owned as Patriarchs during the lite 
of S. Chryſoſtom. 

But moj# of the Eaſtern Biſhops 
would not renounce Communion, 
though they would not be acceſſary to 
that unjuſt Deprivation. Tins, I con- 
feſs, Theodorit fays: and it 1s no won- 
der that in the Eaſt many, who de- 
chred for the Juſtice of S. Chryſoſtom's 
Cauſe, and agaialt the proceedings of 
of his Enemies, ſhould be wrought 
vpon by Terrors and Punſhments; 
whereas thoſe in the Welt acted unani- 
mouſly , being under no ſuch hard 
Circumitances to awe them to a com- 
plance. And this makes S. Chryſoſtom 
in one of his Epiitles purpoſely take off 
that Objection, from the ſmalneſs of 
their number. But though the Biſhops 
in the Eaſt did not" ſo generally refuſe 
to Communicate with the Depofing Bi- 
ſhops, as they did it» the Welt, yet 
that very many did refuſe to do it, 
is evident ; for the Priſons were filled 
with them: ard many of theſe who 

<tuſed, were Biſhops of the chieteſt 
Sees: for the Biſhops of Jeruſalem, 
and Theſſaionica, and. in general the 
Biſhops of all Macedon were of the 
number,. beſides many others of !effer 


Note, or whoſe Sees are not mentioned. 


But Atticus at lait began to re- 
lent, or was forced to relax his Rigourz 


and to Regiſter the name of S. Chry- 
ſeſtom in the Diprycks of the Church, 
endeavouring by this means to bring 
over the Foamm1tes, as they were cale 
led, who afferted his Cauſe. And 
when S. Chryſoſtom had been fo long 
time dead, and this Right had ben 
done to his memory, it is no wonder, 
that Areicus and Srſinmus ſhould have 
the Titles of Patriarchs given them, 
and that the Council of Epheſus ſhould 
take no notice of the Injuſtice, that 
S. Chry/ſoſtom had had done him, when 
both He, and thoſe that had done it 
were dead, and their names were read 
together in the Diptycks; when the 
Foannites had had this fatisfaCtion 
given them, and there was no Man 
now alive, who could pretend any in- 


jury done him by the Promotion of 


the preſent Patriarch, it could not be- 
come the Wiſdom and the Charity of 
a General Council to revive the me- 
mory of a thing, which after ſo long a 
time could admit of no Remedy, but 
what night be of worſe Conſequence, 
and might increaſe and prolong the Di- 
viſions, which now were much abated, 
and ſoon after ceaſed. 


The Weſtern Churches had long be. 7-04. /.5, 
fore the Council of Epheſrs renewed ©: 34- 


Commumion with the Eaſtern, when 
once S. Chryſoſtom's name was written 
among the names of the other Patri- 
archs deceaſed. For they never took 
any notice of Arſacius at all, and re- 
jected all the Meffages that Arricrs 
ſent to get himſelf acknowledged by 
cg till he I rr —_— to 
the Memory S. Chryſoftom. Burt, 
as Theodorite obſerves, theſe Biſhops, 
who were thas injurious to S. C-rs/-- 
ſftom , were otherwiſe excellent Men, 
and there was nothing elſe to be found 
in them, which might deſerve the 
Churches Cenſure, and therefore, after 
the Church had been fatished, as to 
this matter, they were mentioned with 
thoſe Titles, that were due to their 

Station, 
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Station, and to their Vertues. For the 
Titles which Celeſtine gives to Arrr- 
cus and Siſhmius in his Epiſtle to Neſto- 
rius, are only ſuch as ſuppoſe, their 
names to be written in the Diptycks a- 
mong the other Patriarchs, and that 
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needs no other Anſwer, thin what has 
been already given ; for if Atricus 
were Rightful, the reſt who ſucceeded 
him were ſuch too; if no other excepti- 
on lay again{t them, than that, con- 
cerning what had been done to S. Chr y- 


they were afſertors of the Catholick ſo/tom. But beſides, Maximian was (,,,- 
Faith : he ſuppoſes Articus at lafſt to made Patriarch in the room of Neſte j:,1..; 
have been th: Rightful Patriarch, and rus in the General Council of Ephe- py,; 
conſequently Siſinnius, who ſucceeded ſus ; and this ſurely was enough to oj ; 07, 


him by a Canonical Election, to have 
been Gon ; and he highly commends 
both of them for their zeal in main- 
taining the true Faith, which Neſtorius, 
the next in Succeſſion, had ſo ſhameful. 
ly betrayed. Atrxcus, after the death 
of S. Chryſoſtom and Siſinnius, who 
ſucceeded him, were in their times the 
only Patriarchs of Conſtantinople, and 
tho Arſacius and Atticus had not come 
in regularly, yet it was in the Power of 
the Church, upon due ſatisfaction 
made, for the ſake of Peace and Or- 
der, to paſs by ſuch a defe&t, and 
diſpenſe with it ; and when Atticus 
had Repgiſtred S. Chry/oſtom's name in 
the Diptycks as Rightful Patriarch, 
this was in effect to acknowledge him- 
ſelf to have been an Uſurper, during 
his life z which was accepted of by the 
Church as a ſufficient Declaration of 
his Repentance: and, as it has been al- 
ready ſhewn, Hereticks themſelves up- 
on their Repentance were to be r& 
ceived not only to Lay-Communion, 
but according to their Order and De- 
gree in the Church. If our Author 
could have ſhewn that Celeſtine had 
ſaid as much of Arſacius, as he has 
done of Atticus and Siſmmus , that 
had been to his purpoſe, becauſe $.Chry- 
ſoſtom ſurvived Arſacins ; but it is ac- 


knowledped, that after the death of 


S. Chryſoſtem, Atticus was at laſt Right- 
ful Patriarch, and owned by the 
Weſtern Church for ſuch. 

What is added of Maximian and 
Proc/us that they were acknowledged 
as Rightful Patriarchs by the Church, 


purge all defects in the Succeftion of 
the Patriarchs of Conſtantinople. Por 
where a General Council does not 
only approve of, but appoint the Suc- 
ceſlor of a Biſhop Depoſed for Here- 
fie, it can no longer be pretended, 
that there remains any defect u;on the 
account of mjultice done to a Patri- 
arch, who had been fo long dead; for 
if the Succefſion had been interrupted 
till now from the time that S. Chry- 
ſoſtom was Depoled, yet this would put 
it in its due courſe again. Proclus who 
1s next mentioned, and was next in Suc- 
ceflion to Maximian, had been bred 
up under S. Chryſoſtom, and could lit- 
tle ſuſpect that he ſhould ever have 
been reckoned among his uncanonical 
Succeſſors : for as Atticus had inſerted 
his name among the other Patriarchs, 


ſo Procius was zealous to make him Socr. /. 7. 
all the turther reparation, that coul4 c. 45. 


be made, by cauſing his Body to be re- 
moved to Conſtantmople, and there in- 
terr'd with all the Honours of a Fu- 
neral ſolemnity. 


If Severianus Biſhop of Gabala, Pas. 4 


and Acacius Biſhop of Berrhea, be- 
ing afterwards aijcrvered to Pope 
Innocent, mere nezrher depoſed, nor 
reprehended by him : The reaton mn(k 
be, that that Pope did not aſſume to 
himfelf fo much as his Succeſſors have 
done, but faid he would procure a 
General Council to be called to re- 


dreſs the Grievances of the Greck 


Church upon this account, and at the 
ſame time denies all Aathority in 4r- 
ſacius, as being an Intruder, Nay, in 
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an (þ) Epiſtle written to the Em- 
perour Arcadius, he Depoſed Arſacins 
after his death, or declared him never 
to have been Patriarch, ard comman- 
ded his nime to be razed out of the 
Diptycks; and in the ſame Epiſtle Ex- 
communicated Arcadius himſelf, and 
the Em; reſs Endex1a, and both De- 
poſed, ar.d Anathematized and Excome 
municated The: phzlus of Aſexanarra. 

I will not ſuppoſe that this Epiſtle 
to Arcadius Kee much Credit, 
for it is rejeted by Blondel, becauſe 
Geor7ius Alexandrimnus 15 the brit that 


Atex. vit« produces it, from whom G/ycas and 
Chry/ c.£3 Nicephorw had it, and before them 


NM, C7, 
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both Cedrenus made mention of 1t. 


- And whereas Pope Innocent in this E- 


pittle, wherein S$ Chryſo/tom 15 men- 
tioned as already dead, threatens Eu- 
doxia the Ewpreſs with Pumſhments 


« in; this World as well as in the World 


to come, it is noted in the Margin over 
azainlt this Epiſtle in Labbe's Edi- 
tion of the Councils, that Eudox1a, 
died before S. Clryſoſtom, which 18 a 
plain intimation that the Epiſtle is Spu- 
rious. But I produce this Epiltle to 
obſerve, that if it could paſs tor Au- 
thervick in the ſeveral Apes in Which 
theſe Authors hved, it 1s in vain to 
endeavour to make it be believed, 
that the Practice of the Greek 
Chu: ch was all along ſuch as our Au- 
thor pretends: for when Men woul.! 
impoſe any Spi1rious writing upon the 
World, they cannot: hope to make it 
be received for genuine, but by giving 
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it as near a Reſemblance to Truth as 
they can deviſe, and that commonly 
they Co by copying out ſome of the 
Cuſtoms of their own time ; for what 
Men fee done in one Age, they are the 
more eafily induced to think was done 
betore : but it 1s too impudent a For- 
gery to invent a writing, which con- 
tains things plainly contrary to the 
Practice both of their own and all 
foregoing Ages; a Mn can never ex- 
pect to be belizved in ſuch a Story, or 
that any will venture to repeat it after 
him. $0o that we mu{'t conclude, that 
this Fpiſtle was agreeabl- to the Pra- 
Etice of the Church in G-orgius Alex- 
andrinuw's time, who hvcd in the (e- 
venth Century, and that G!ycas in the 
twelfth, and Necephorw in the four- 
teenth ſaw nothing abſurd in it : but 
as Blorfde/ has oblerved, that part of 
it, which concerns the Excommuni- 
cation of Arcadius and Eudoxia 1s 
not mentioned by Cedrerus, which 
makes him ſuſpect it was foiited in 
after his time: for all Forgeries as 
they are deligned commonly to ſerve 
ſome turn or other, (o they ſeldom 
fail to be ſuited to the abuſes of the 
times in which they are made 

Bat it 1s confeſſed that not only Pope 
Innocent , but the whole Weſtern 
Church did refuſe Communion with 
the Depoling Biſhops, and it is further 
obſervable, that when, after the death 
of Flavianus Biſhop of Anicch, who 
had not conſented to the Depoſing of 
S. Chryſoſtom, Porphyrius 
him, who agreed 
broke off Communionwith thit Church. 


ucceeded S940 45. 
to it, many of Syria © 23 


Our Author next obſerves , that P. 5,6 


whereas Dzoſcorus in the ſecond Coun- 
cil of Epheſus abſolved Euyches, an] 
Depoſed Flavianus, and then mur- 
thered him, and Confecrated Anarotius 
1n his room : none of thoſe Brſſ:p3, who 
concurred aud atted with Dioſcorus 
in the unjuſt ejement of Flavianus, 
and the unlawful Ordination of Ara- 

tolius 


C233) 


tolius in h;s place, mere rejeRed in 
the feurth General Connci! of Chal- 
cedon, only Eutyches and Dioſcorus. 
that perſiſtea mm their Hereſie. For 
that Holy Synod concerned not 1: {ef 
about the Ordinatirns of uncanonical 
and illegal Patriarcht, but only ri 
quired of every one the Profeſſion 
the Orthedox Faith. 

By this repreſentation of the Ca'e, 
he would have it believed, that nv Ob- 
jection was made againſt the Biſhops, 
who concurred with Drioſcorus in the 
ſecond Council of Epheſus, for having 
concurred with him ; but that the Pro- 
feflion of the Orthodox Faith was o''iy 
required of them, and ſo they were 
forthwith received by the Counc'!. 
Which is fo far frem bemg true, thit 
tho they had owned their fault in De- 
poting Flavianus Patriarch of Con- 


ftantimople and Enfebius Biſhop of 


Dorv/eim , and were as forward as 
any to make Profefſion of the true 
Faith, yet it was moved in the Coun- 
cil of Cha'ceden by the Judges, or Ot- 
ficers ſent by the Empcrour to inſpect 


ſets down as not rejected in the fourth 
General Council, only he has left out 
Fuſchius Biſhop of Ancyra, and in- 
ſerted Photins Biſhop of Iſauria in 
Epirus, or, as the Publiſher has Cor- 
rected It, Phoruics Biſhop of Tyre. It 
he means, they were not finally re- 
je.ted, he fays true. but then he ought 
not to have concealed, that they were 
not received in the firſt At#:ons of that 
Council, nor upon what grounds they 
were at laſt admitted ; but theſe are 
ſuch as will not be at all ſerviceable to 
his Cauſe. They took their places tn- 
deed among the reft of the Bifhops 
at the opening of the Council, but fo 
did Dir(corus himſelf too, tho it was 
objected againit by the Biſhop of 
Rome's Legats, who were over-ruled, 
it being thought reaſonable that they 
ſhould retain their Places till their 
Cauſe was heard; for to difplace them 
before might ſeem to be a Prejudging 
them. But upon examination 1t ap- 
peared, that the caſe of theſe Biſhops 
could deſerve nothing but commiler.i- 
tion from the Council : ſome of them, 
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S. Bajil of Seleucia by name, had Cnc 

mzde profeiJion of the true Faith in Chad; 
the Synod of Epheſus it (elf, wherein Co. 
Drrſcorns pretided ; and at lait what 229. 


and regulate the Procredings there, 
that Fuvenalis Biſhop of Feryſr'em, 
Fhalaſſins Biſhop of C.eſarta in Cap- 
padocra, Euſebins Biſhop of Ancya, 


[37 


Enſtathiis Biſhop of B-rytns, and Br: 


Jil Biſhop of Selericia in Ifanria, 


(1) ſhou!d be put under the fame Cen- 
fore with Dioſcorus Patriarch of Ale.x- 
andria, and ſhould accordmy to the 
Canons be deprived of their See's : 
which was affented to by the Biſhops 
of the Eaſt, who faid it was a z'/t 
fk} Sentence ; they agreed that it was 
juſt to rejet thoſe Biſt-ps, whoſe 
names I have now recited, and who 
are the fime, that on» Anthor by name 


(i) To wm ehnww warmony. 
Conc. Chalced. Act. t. Co! 323. Euagr. 
hid. 2. c. 18. p. 213 

(k ) Dimeie xgins. th. Conc. Ch''c. 
&izais Yip, Evapr. ib, 


they did 1n concurrence with him, 
was by compulfion : for they were fur- 
rounded witl! armed Soldizrs, who of- 
fered violence to them, and forced them 
to Subſcribe a Blank Paper, which 
was afterwards filled up; ( 1) as they 
pleaded for themſelves, and as Erſe- 
b11is Biſhop of ( m ) Dory/eum like- 
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wii: telliged, So that when this ate 
{air catie again under debate, the 
Council was very compailionate to 
theſe offendinas Biſhops, in confidera- 
ticn of the hard Circumſtances , in 
which the Offence (n) was committed 
and therefore they dehred that they 
wi2nt be ſuffered to receive :h2 Fire 
B:ſ->-p: as Ncmbers of the Council, 
and th: Emperour being tirit ac- 
qua.2ted with their requet, by lis per- 
iniTton they were reſtored. 

What then can we ,canclute from 
h2nce more than that the Autiurity oi 
i General Council may be lufficient 
112921 fo reaſonable Matwes to reitore 
Piitops, who by the Canons have for- 
;c:ted their Secs? But it 1s a very 
wro:3g account of this matter, to ſay 
barely, that :2ne of thoſe Biſhops were 
eretted in the fourth; General Council 
s/ Chalcedon : for they were rejected 
at firſt, or elſe there would have been 
10 d:bite concerning their Caſe, wacn 
conc? they would Subſcribe the Ortho- 
dox Faith; but tho they profered to 
o this, they had like to have lain un- 
«cr the fame condemnation with Dzoſ- 
cars, fo far as it concerned tis being 
Nenoſed from hisSee : and it was upon 
con{ider..tions peculiar to their Cale, 
avg which in all equity ought to be 
admitted of in abatement to the Rigour 
of the Letter of the' Canons, that they 
were at laſt accepted : for it there had 
been no more in their Cale than what 
our Author has thought fit to take no- 
tice of, they had, as it ap;ears, been 
abſolutely rejected. 

But he ſays, that Anatolins was un- 
canonically advanced to the See of Cor;- 
ſtantinepie, and the Synod concerned 
not vt felt about fuch Matters, re- 
qrirring only of every one the Prefeſ- 
jien of the Orthodox Fatth. 


—— 


(n) Cc, Cha'ced, Af.y C1.5cg, 
E-:19. 8b. Þ. 324. 
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He ſeems to ſuppoſe here, that 4- 
nato/ius was conſtituted Patriarch by 
D:oſcorus in the ſecond Council of E- 


phbe'us in the room of Flawanus ; L:b:ras. 
which cannot be true; tor he was cot Bru, 


Patriarch till after the death of Flavi-c. 11. 


anus, and Flawvianus died in Priſon 
aſter the Synod. If it bad been other- 
wiſe, Leo Biſhop of Reme could not 
have been uncertain, as he writes to 
(0) Theadoſius, he was, whether the 
Promotion of Anate/zus were uncano- 
nical or no; it being notorious that all 
muſt be uncanonica), which was done 
in prejudice to an Orthodox Patriarch's 
Right, by an Heretical Biſhop in an He- 
retical Synod : And belides, if he had 
been made Patriarch in the ſecond 
Council of Epheſus, be had been De- 
poſed by the Council of Chalcedou 
in which himſelf preſided : for all 


the Acts of that Cowncil of Epheſius Evagr- 


are declared void in the General Coun- #6. p -325 


cil of Chalcedon, excepting only the 
Ordination of Maximus Biſhop of 
Antioch. 

But becauſe this Author ſays, that 
that Holy Synod concerned not it (elf 
about the Ordinations of uncanonecal 
and illega! Patriarchs. I ſhall bring 
a remarkable inſtance to ſhew , that 
that Council did concern it ſelf about 
uncanonical Ordinations, which may 
convince us, that if Anatolius had been 
uncanonically Ordained, it would have 

een inlifted upon : For there was at 
that time a conteſt between Baſſtanus 
and Srephanus concerning the Biſhops 
rick of Epheſus ; and the Council upon 


(o) De Ordinatione ejus, qui Com- 
ſtantmopeluane Eccleſia capit praſi- 
dere n:ial mterim in alterutram par- 
tem temere reſcribendum Put avi, non 
diletionem negans, ſed mamfeſtat1o- 
nem Catholice veritatis expectans. 
Fpilt. Leon. 2d Theodol. Conc. Chalc. 
Col. 59. 


examina- 


Par. 


examination finding that the Pretenſi- 


Conc,Chal. ons of both of them were contrary to 


Att. 11, 
12. 


Eucer. ['2. 
cap ts, 
p. 327» 


Pa?. 6e 


P47. 7. 


the Canons, Depoſed them both and 
appointed a third Biſhop to be Conſe- 
crated, tho Baſſianus had been in Poſ- 
ſeflion of that See four years ; which 
ſhews how little our Author's Princi. 
ples were thought of in that Council. 
And to make 1t yet further manifeſt, 
how little this Author knew of the 
Council of Chalcedon, when he ſays, 
that on/y Eutyches and Diolcorus were 
rejefted there, who perjiſted in ther 
Hereſie: Anatolius exprelly Ceclared 
in the Council, that Dzo{corrs was not 
Depoſed for Herelie, but becaule he 
had Excommunicated Leo Biſhop of 
Rome, and had refuled to appear, when 
he was thrice ſummoned. 

The next Inſtances, which he brings, 
are in Reign of the Enperour Anayr 
ſtatius, who, he ſays, Depoied three 
Patriarchs of Conſtantinop/c , whic! 
when he proceeds to give an account of, 
he inſiſts upon his Depoſing of Eu- 
phemius and Macedoms only, laying 
that ee great Elias Brſhp of Jerula: 
lem imbraced the Communion of a.l 
theſe three Patrearchs, when ali were 
alwve together, that is, he embraced 
the Communion of Eupbemus, M... 
cedonius, and Timorhenus, the two laſt 
being preferred to that See con'rary to 
the Canons; but if Timethius was un- 
canonically Depoſed too , as he faid, 
why: did he not inform us how he be- 
haved himſelf towards his Succeſſor ? 
tho indeed it 1s. to little purpole to 
concern our felves what uncanonical B:- 
ſhops did : for they could have no pre- 
tence to break off Communion from 
their Succellors, who came in by as 
good a Right, as they had done them» 
ſelves. 

However he tells us, tlh.it when A- 
Patins had Depoled Enuphenins, be- 
ciuſe he would not embrace the H-relie 
of the Acephals, and Anathematize the 
the fourth General Council, and Com» 
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municate with Severus Biſhop of An» 
ticch , and had ſet up Macedmiuns, 
in his room 3 Euphemins did not depart 
from the Communion of his unlawful 
Saccefior, becauſe he he!d the Catho- 
lick Faith ; and fo likewiſe that Mace- 
dvnius, when he was Depoſed tor the 
{ime Reaſons, held Communion with 
Timotheus, who ſucceeded lim, be- 
cauſe he was Orthodox. He favs that 
E/ias Biſhop of Feruſaiem held Corr- 
mumon in like manner with 2li thei 
three Patriarchs, and that when the {inc 
Emperour had Depoſed and Bamiſke 
the {aid E/zar, becaule he would not hs 
brought over to his Heretical Opin:or's, 
and conſtituted Zobnin his place, E/tas 
continued Communion with bum. bc- 
cauſe he proved Orthodox, as did [ik+- 
wiſe the two famous Monks Theods/ivcs 
and, Sabas. 

F anſwer, it does not appear, wic- 
ther Eupbemius did Communicate with 
his two Succeſlors or not ; but it is 
this Authors cuſtom to make hs ad- 
vantage of the filence ot Hiltociars, 
and ty conclude that the Depoizd B.. 
ſops did Communica'e with their Suc - 
C:tlors. oniy becauſe the Hiſtorians Go 
not poiitively ſay the cuntrary, whereas 
no fuch thing ought to be concluded. 
as I ihall afterwards ſhew., Ard it is 
not p'obable that Eupou. mis ud Cone 
mumcate with Maceaon:ii : tyr Em 
themms had lately afſembled a Synod 
purpolely to confirm the fourth Ge- 
neral Council, whereas Macedonus 
Subicribed Zeno's Henoticon, the de- 
tign of which was to lay ative the Au- 
thori:'y of the fourth General Councr, 
WiiCit was next to the condeinning it. 

But fappoling thit Euphermns id 
Communicate with both his Succefors, 
as Cyriilus of 3cythopolis informs us; 
Elias did ;; yet it we conſider the ex- 
traordinary Circumitar:ces of that time, 
aid the peculiar Reatons, that might 
induce them both to it, this will not 
prove the general Atlertion, which this 
Author 
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Author lays down, That not one of 
thoſe Biſhops that were unjuſtly de- 
Poſed, did ever ſeparate himſelf from 
the Communion of the Church, upon 
the acconnt of bis being dep'ſed, 
provided that he that was uncano- 
nical'y promoted after him, was Or- 
thodox. But this will only be an 
Exception to the general Practice , 
and fo will prove the quite contrary, 
to what he wou!d prove by it. 
The Church at that time was mt- 
ſerably over-run with Herefies and 
Schiſms ; and the Emperor himſelf be. 
ing a zealous Heretick, the Othodox 
Biſhops we;e forc:d to be contented 
to ſubmit to great Inconvemencies , 
and not to infi!t upon their Right and 
Authority, fo they could but ſecure an 
Orthodox Succeflion in their Sees ; 
rhey ſaw, it was impoſſible for them 
to keep in themſelves, and the next 
thing they delired was to have an Or- 
thodox Succeflor, who probably never 
would have been prevailed with to afo 
{ume the Throne, without the rightful 
Patriarchs conſent, and when he was in 
it, {ill owned the former. as him who 
had the juſt Title to it : Which might 
make Euphemius, when he was to be 
{e:it into Baniſhment, defire that Ma- 
cedonins wou!'d undertake for his fate 
condud; ard when Macedonus, by 
the Emperors leave, went to give him 
aiiurance of it, he commanded his Dea- 


* co!1 firit to take off his Epiſcopal Robe, 


and ſo he went into the Baptiſtry to 
Euphemius ; and beſides borrowed 
Money to preſent him with for him- 
ſelt and his Attendants. This is a ſuf- 
{cient evidence both of his reſpe* for 
FEuphemms, and of his acknowledge 
ing him to have the Authority tt:ll, 
notwithitanding his own advar.cement 
to the See. And 1n theſe Ciſes it was 
{carce greater foice upon the B:ſhop 
that was depoſed, than upon him that 
was promoted; but they by conſent 
<&d what they ſaw mo{t adyantageous 


for the Ciurch i1 thoſe difficult Cir- 
cumftances, thinking it no time tor 
the Orthodox to divide from one ano- 
ther, when their Number was fo fmall 
in compariſon of the Hereticks. . who 
had a zealous Emperor at the head of 
them. 

The caſe was the ſame in the De- 
privation of El:as Biſhop of Jeruſa- 
lem ; Foln, his Succeflor, had promi- 
{ed the Emperor to anathematize the 
Council of Chalcedon, but 'was pre- 
vailed upon by the Orthodox, to make 
p:ofeflion of the True Faith ; for which 
he was calt mto Priſon, and was to 
have been baniſhed, but the Sabas and 
the reit of the Monks petitioned the 
Emperor to keep him 1a the See, 
knowing that it was impotiible to get 
Eltas reitored, and that if Fohn were 
caſt out for being Orthodox, the. next 
in Succeflion mutt of conſequence be 
an Heretick. 

This then only proves, that there 
has been ſuch a Caſe, when, to prevent 
Herelies in the Church, Biſhops have 
refigned their Sees, or at leaſt have 
contented that others ſhou!d; ſucceed 
them ; but this 1s ſo far from being an 
Argument, that in all Cafes, and with- 
out their conſent, an Uſurper ought to. 
be communicated with, in prejadice* 
to the Authority of the trne Biſhop, 
that it plain'y proves the con'rary. 
St. Gregory Naztauzene for the like 
Reaſons reſigned the Bifhoprick of 
C. P. ſaying, that he was contented to 
be the Jonas, who ſhould be thrown 
overeboard, to alliy the Storms that 
threatned the Church : But can we 
trom hence conclude, that Ne&arsus, 
his Succetior, would have been owned 
by the Church as Patriarch of C. P. if 
St. Gregory had not reſigned 2 Or muſt 
we not rather conclude,that the Church 
would never have acknowledged him, 
And like this feems to haye been the 
Cafe of the Jems under the Romans ; 
the High Prieſt by right of Succetſion 

receding, 
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receding, and being glad upon any 
terms ta preſerve the true Religion 
arid Worſhip of God, rather than 
with the whole Jewiſh Nation to be 
deprived of it, under Heathen Gover- 
nours. 

Hitherto our Author has ſpoken 
only of the Patriarchs of C. P. ex- 
cepting that he occaſionally mention- 
ed Metertus upon the account of 
St. Chryſiſtom and Elias, on occafion 
of Euphemuus. But after he has pro- 
ceeded thus far, he' takes a larges ttep 
back again to inform us, that St. Cyr, 
Biſhop of Feruſalem came into that 
See contrary to the Canons, being by 
Arians put into the room of Maxi- 
mus, who was thrutt out, for having 
taken part with St. Arbanaſius, Now 
St. Cyrll, ſays he, was, notwith(tand- 
ing upon his Converſion to the Or- 
thodox Faith, acknowledged for Pa- 
truarch of Fernſalem, and even Ma- 
ximus himſelf did not withdraw from 
Cyral's Communion. 

For the proof of all this, he refers 
to the Life of St. Athanaſius, whereas 
the Author of ts Life only ſays that 
Acatins and Patrophilus thralt Maxi- 
mus out of the See of Jeruſalem, and 
placed Cyril there, but ſays nothing 
of Maximw's holding Communion 
with Cyril afterwards: Yet he ſaying 
nothing to the contrary, our Author 
takes it for granted, that Maxmu 
did communicate with Cyr:/ ; where- 
as he mentioning Max:mus upon 
the account only of St. Athanaſi- 
us, had no occalion to take any fur- 
ther notice either of him, or of Cyrl, 
than St. Athanaſius was concerned in 
its 
I confeſs Socrates agrees with this 
anonymous Authour of the Life of 
St. Athanaſius, in relating that Maxi- 


Heron, 12 gw was turned out of his Biſhoprick 


Chron, 


by Acacins and Patrophilu to make 
way for Cyril : But St. Hierom on the 
contrary lays, that Matimus was dead 
before St. Cyrill came nito his See; 
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and Theodor ite, ( P J that Ma x: ms 

being tranſlated to an nn:nortal Lites 
Cyrill ſucceeded him, who was a vi- 
gorous defender of tlie Catholick Faith ; 
and to put this matter out of all di 
pute, beſides St. Hierom and Theodo- 
ree, we have the exirefs Tettimony ot 
the ( q) General Council oft C. P. 
that he came in cinonically, being 
ordained by the Biſhops of tlie Pro- 
vince, and had in divers places Ggnal'- 
zed himfelf in maintaining the C:the= 
lick Faith agamit the A :4ns. 

Bat there being one Cyr3.! an Arian, 
who, foon after M:yx:mus, Was made 
Biſhop of Jeruſalem, and was the next 
Biſhop but one to St. Cyrz//, the preat 
Uncertainty and Confuſion that there 
is in the Catalogue of the Biſhops of 
this See at that time, as muy be (cen 
by comparing the difterenit accounts of 


their Names 11 St. Hierom, Fpiphe- Hieron. 1n 
nius, and Nicephorus ; might ealily Chron» 
occaſion the Aſperſions, which have Epz9947. 
been caſt upon this Father by ſome Her. 66. 
Writers, who ſuppoſed S:. Cyri/! the Nicephe 


Arian was that Cyril, who was next 
in Succeilion to Maximus But it is 


abundantly * ſufficient in his Vindica- * See the 
tion, that a general Council by their Lite of S. 
united Suffrages have attetted both to Cy7:/:, by 
his being Orthodex, ard to the Ca- Dr. Cave. 


nonicalneſs of his Coulecration. But 
I muſt not omit here to take notice, 
that tho Socrates an: the Author of 
the Liie of St. Arhana/ns do both (.y, 
that Cyr:// was made Biſhop of Ferx- 


(p/ Tere vi; + dylew ueragdy 
Bloy, wheres Tis ehrromuis wack ©& 
ng, ff SmcohuI day dyudToy aey- 
3v ue; \apuanydy. Theod. kb 2 c.2 , 
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ſalem by Uſuration, during the Life 
of Maximus ; yet they mention this 
as done under Conſtantins, and it is a 
Miſtake peculiar to our Author to place 
it under the Reign of Conſtantine the 
Great, in contradiction to all Hillory. 

The Author now returns again to 
Conſt antmople, and ſays that when Eu- 
tychins was depoſed from that See, 
and John preferred to it, in the Reign 
of Juſtiman, Eutychius continued to 
communicate with Fohn: Which he 
could bring no Proof of, but there 1s 
undeniable Froot of the contrary. 
For Enſtathitis, who was an Eye Wit- 
n-(s to all this buſineſs, and a con- 
{tant Attendant upon Enutychins ( r ), 
has left # written in his Lite, that Eu- 
tychius proriounced Excommunication 
againſt the Synod, which was called to 
depoſe him, till they ſhould repent ot 
it, and reltore him. 

All that he ſ.ys concerning Anthi- 
mus, Sergius, and others, whoſe Or- 
dinations, tho they were Hereticks, 
were allowed of as valid, needs no An- 
{wer, enough having been already ſaid 
on that Point, in the Caſe of Mele- 
ZH). 

Callinicus, he acquaints us, after he 
was depoſed by Juſtinian Rhinotme- 
1:15, did not depart trom the Commu- 
nion of Cyrus, who was appointed his 
Succeſſor. He might as well have 
laid, that Callinicus ſaw and converled 
with Cyrus, after the loſs of his Eyes, 
when he was as far from hun as Rome 
is from Conſtantinople: For this had 
been more agreable to the way of 
writing Legends, an has altogether as 
much foundation in Hiſtory as that. 
For the Hiltorians only lay, that the 
Emperor cauſed his Eyes to be put out, 
and then baniſhed him to Kome, but 


rn 


( r ) Subjecit omnes canonicis penn, 
donec reſipiſcerent. Vit. Eutychu c. 5. 
Auctore Eultathio Predbytero, Dome- 
Rico famil!art, 


what became of him there, or with 
whom he communicated, they do not 
inform us. 

The next Inſtance which he dwells 
longer upon,than any other in his whole 
Treatiſe, is nothing at all to his pur- 
poſe. For what it Theodorws Seudites 
were in fault for ſeparating from 
the Patriarchs Taraſius and Nicepho- 
rus, becauſe they had admitted Foſeph 
the Steward of the Church to Com- 
munion, who had officiated in an un- 
lawful praket x ? How does this prove, 
that although a Biſhop was unjuſt b 
deprived, neither be nor the Church 
ever made a Separation, if the Suc- 
ceſſor was not an Heretick Were 
Taraſis and Nicephorns Intruders ? Or 
did Theodorus ſeparate upon that ac- 
count ? No ſuch thing ts pretended ; 
but Foſeph had been guilty of a ſcan- 
dalous and wicked Action. and yet was 
luttered to continue in Communion., 
and hereupon Theodorus withdraws 
himſelf from the Church, for which 
he 1s blamed, and very juſtly : But 
this only ſhews, that private Chriſtians 
ought not to forſake the Church, tho 
the Diſcipline of it - ſhould not be fo 
duly adminiſtred as they could wiſh, 
but mult take care of their own Duty, 
tho the Church Governours ſhould be 
negligent of theirs. 
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After ſo much ſaid in fo ſhort a Pax. 17. 


Book belide the Subject, he at laſt 
comes again to the Point, but falls 
upon ſuch an Eximple as is alone e- 
nough to diſparage his whole Perfor- 
mance, with any one almoſt, that has 
ever heard of the Names of Ignatius 
and Photius. For what can be more 
notorious than that Ignatius did not 
Communicate with Photius , after he 
was diſplaced, and Photius got into the 
See ? can we imagin he Communicated 
with one, by whom he ſtood himſelf 
Excommunicated ? with one, who was 
Excomunicated by his belt Friend and 
Advocate Pope Nicholas 2 and whain 
return bad Excommunicated the ſaid 

Pope ® 
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Pope? ( oy Photius had not been 


Conſecrated forty days before he openly 
Depoſed and Anathematiſed Jpnatius, 
as we have it related in an account, that 
Ipnatius (ent to Pope Nicholas to ac- 
quaint him how Phorivs had dealt with 
him. Jznatins wasſoon after ſent into 
Bmniſhment, where he was kept under 
ſo cloſe Confinement, that he was not 
ſuffered to perform any part of his 
Function, and as hewas not allowed to 
ſtir out, ſo no body was permitted to 
come to him. Andif there be any thin 
of certainty in all the Hiſtory of thols 
affairs, nothing can be more certain, 
than that Ignatius and Phorins did not 
hold Communion with each other, for 
nothing occurs more frequently than 
the Anathema's, which they pronoun- 
ced one againſt the other. 

But all the Reaſon our Author ſcems 
to have in this and ſome other Inſtances, 
to conclude that the Depoſed Patriarch 
did not refuſe Communion with the In- 
truder, is becauſe both their names were 
read in the Diptycks : whereas this one 
inſtance of Ignatius and Photius 1s e- 
nough to convince us that this is no 
good Argument : for it is certain that 
theſe two Biſhops did not hold Commus- 
nion with one another ; & yet after theſe 
differences were compoſed, which had 
been occaſioned in the Church by ſet- 
ting up Phorrus, both their names were 
Recorded in the Diptycks ; and proba- 
bly neither Party being to be wrought 
upon to recede from their Pretenſions 
in behalf of the Patriarch, whoſe Right 
they had maintained, this was found to 
be the only Expedient, to do the ſame 
honour, to both of them, which might 
without difficulty be agreed to, ſince 
the Synod, which reſtored Photius af- 
ter the death of Ipnatins, had cancelled 
all the Aifts, againſt Phorins, of that 
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Council which Depoſed him, and re- 
ſtored Ignatius : and this Council witict 
reſtored Photius, is by the Greeks 
reckoned the eighth General Courc:! 
Concerning the Depoſing of Phorzws P. 138. 19 
a ſecond time, and the Depoſing of N:- 
cholas, Zonaras, whom our Author IJ. Ton 
quotes, ſays nothing, from which it 3. + 113. 
may be collected that Phorzus continn- 
ed Communion with Seephen, and N:- 
cholas with Eut byminus, who were put 
into their rooms. But becauſe Jona- 
ras ſays nothing to the contrary, he 
concludes, that they did hold Commu- 
nion with them, which is a very falla- 
cious way of arguing, to make Infe- 
rences from a Negative, without ar:y 
other Reaſon or Circumitarce; eſpe- 
cially in ſo ſhort an account as Jonaras 
gives of theſe things, who only ſays, in 
as few words, as he can well expreſs 
himſelf in, that the Emperour picking 
a quarrel with the Patriarch ſent hum in» 
to a Monaſtery, and appointed his Bro- 
ther Stephen to be Patriarch ; and that 
Nicholas was hkewiſe put mto a Mo- 
naſtery ; and Ent/ymius conſtituted 
Patriarch in his ſtead. And the fame 
Author in S. Chry/oſtom's Caſe takes no 
notice of that ſeparation, which was 
occaſhoned by his Baniſhment, for thirty 
five years together inthe Church, which 
the more ancient Hittorians inlarge fo 
much vpon, and fet forth in ſo many 
particulars. And to be convinced that 
nothing ought to be concluded from 
the filence, eſpecially of theſe latter 
Hiſtornrs and Annalifts, we need only 
compare what theſe write, with the ac- 
count which Theodorite, and S:crates, 
and Soxzomen give of the ſame Actions, 
and when it is notorious, that they 
commonly omit things as material as 
thoſe they take notice of, nothing 
more need be ſaid to fhew, how little 
regard 18 to be had'to their omiffion of 
things ; 1t is well if we may depend 
upon what they relate, but to ſay ſuch 
a thing never w:s, becauſe they do not 
relate it, is ſuch a way of argning as 
D 2 only 
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only betrays the weakneſs of the Cauſe, 
and ſhews how great wait there is of 
better Arguments. 

And as tor the Ordinations of Ew» 
thymius, which he lays, were not re- 
jected after Nicho/as was reſtored a- 
gain, I have ſhewn how inſignificant an 
Argument that is, when even after He- 
reticks were received into the Church 
upon their Converlion , their Orders 
were not diſallowed. 

But his account of Coſmas Atticus 
is the boldelt ſtroke we have had yet, 
for, when Niceras Chomates, whoſe 
Authority he alledges. ſays in expreſs 
terms, ( 8) that he Excommunicated 
{ome of the Courtiers, and the Synod 
'90, which Depoſed hun, this Author 
has the confidence to quote Nicetas to 
vouch for bim, that Ceſmas Atricus 
never ſeparated from the Communion 
of his Depoſers. But we have had ex- 
pertence enovgh of our Author by this 
tunc, not to wo:der much now at 
whatever he is plea(ed to (ay. 

Of the Depoling the Patriarchs Ba/i- 
lins, Camaterus, and Nicetas, we have 
only a bare Narrative in Nrcetas Chonta- 
tes, but upon the Promotion of Defi- 
ebeiis in the room- of Leon ius, he ex- 
preltly lays, that the chief Biſhops, look- 
ing upon his Trantlation from Feru- 
ſatem to Conſtautmoplie to be contrary 
to the Canons, ( « ) hel] ſeparate Af- 
ſemblies. 

Our Anthor has obſerved that in 
the ſpace of nin? years the Emperour 
Iſaactus Arnge\us made five Patriarchs 
accefiively, who were- all alive toge- 
ther ; but he might have ſpared his 

miration, that they did not ſepa- 
rite from one anothers Communion : 
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for if this had been the approved amd 
conſtant Prattice -of the Church as he 
pretends, what great matter of &Admn- 
ration could it be, that five Patriarchs 
ſhould do as all their Predecefſors had 
done in the like Ciſe ? But the only 
wonder is, how this Author comes to 
know, that they did not ſeparate, when 
the Hiſtorian, whom he - quotes, ſays 
no ſuch thing. | 

It is plain mdeed; that if the Ear- 
perour had but any pretence (and it 
was hard if he could find none) the 
Greek Church in theſe Apes was (o 
low, and the Clergy of fo baſe and ab- 
jet Spirits, that they were prepared to 
comply with anything: and ut they ex- 
preſſed their Reſeatments it was in ſuch 
a manner, as could become the Zeal 
only of theſe degenerate times. Thus 


when Euthymius was Depaled, to make C:4-2n, 
way for the Reſtauration of Nicholas p, 697. 


to his See again, the Clergy, wao were 
of Nacholas's Party, fell upon Euthy- 
waits like mad Men, and beat him with 
thew Filts, and plucked hun by the 
Beard, and flung him down , calling 
him, Uſurper, and Adalterer : and it 
it ſhould be granted that Men who 
could ſhew ſuch barbarous ulage, ſhould 
notwithttanding keep un Communion 
with the Ufurper, whom they. coi:1d 
think to deſerve ſuch ulage from them ; 
I ſuppole their examp'e will be thought 
of no better Authority in the one than 
in the other. 

But upon the whole matter, aſter a 
full examination of all. the laſtances, 
which this Author has brought to main- 
tain his Afertion 5 | wutt conclude in 
contradiction to it, that very few, it 
any, kxamples can be produced of 
Biſhops; who were unjultly Depoſed, 
that did hold Communion with the [1- 
traders; and that therefore upon the 
account of any thing, which is offered 
mthis Theatale, a Separation 15 not Un- 
realonable. 
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REMARKS 


UPON THE 


Greek and Latin Edition. 


Ince my writiag, , this, 
I have mer .with the 
Greek and Lacin Edi- 

SF tion of this Author, 

and belides Mr, Hody's Preface, 

there are ſome few things in 
the Book it (elf further to bz 
obſexycd. | | 

In the Engliſh Preface tq 
this Treatile we are told; thag 
there is no_ Name prefixt before 
it; mor any Charaflers 'in # 
that may lcad, us to @, proba- 
ble Congetinre: about the Auth : 

But Mr. Hydy, in his Preface 

to the Greek and Latia Egi- 

_ tion, thinks he has diſcovered 

_ theAuthor to. be Nicepborus Gal- 

lifts ; that which he grounds 
bis Conj:cure upon is,, that 
this Diſcourſe is in the lame 

Vo'ame with (everal other M4. 
nuſcripts, which -have the 
Name of  Nicephorw Calliftus 

to them, but he does not acy 

quaint us that this 1s Wwaten 
in: the fame hand with the 
iclt, nor that it has the Icall 


Connexion or Afinity with 
them 3;- nor; that all. che other 
Trafts in that Volume have 
his, Name |betore. them; and 
when the other TI reatiles, have 
bis Name prefixed, and tnis 
has it not, it is molt probable 
that this; is not his; tor it it 
were, it wou'd bzar his Name 
2s, well as the reſt; Jndeed, if 
ſome, of the. moſt remarkahle 
Tracts ovly hag his Name co 
them, and others, , which were 
known to be his, were among, 
them without his Name, ic 
would og be unlikely chat 
this might- be his too 3. but 
when the; reli have is Name, 
and this has none, what can 
be more reaſonably concluded 
trom 1t, than that there was 
as frch cauſe why his Name 
ſhould” bz omjried ip this, as 
why. it was prehact b:tfors thc 
actt?-Mr.,$fdyhnn fer ovferves, 
tat there 18710 'e#t4Q ape». 
mnt m the Catalogue or this 
Pacriarchs of C.FP, by . Nice- 


proris, 
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thorns, ard the acccunt of when he 


ave leave to his 


them in this Authcr, But_ Friends to live in communion 


there is a mach greater ard 
more obvicus Differerce be- 
tween ther than that, tor 
Nicephorns Callifins writes in 
an calic Rowing file, and with 
great Elegancy, corfiderirg 
the Age in which he wrote 3 
but our Auther 1s hiavy and 
unpleafant, ard ſcarce able to 
expres that little he has to 
lay; and the beſt thing that 
can be faid of his ftile is, that 
it is as good as the Subject 
deſerves, and it is great pity 
that ſuch Stuff ſhould be put 
into any bettcr Language, But 
there is another Difference be- 
eween theſe two Authors yet 
more remarkable 3; for Nice- 
phoras, giving an account of 
( a ) St. Chryſoftom's parting 
Words to his Frier ds, makes 
thcir holding Communion 
with -the ſucceeding Biſhop to 
depend wholly vpon his Per- 
miſſion 3 he (ays, that St. Chry- 
foftom did an extraordinary 
thing, which was without cx- 
ample, and had ſomthing 


more ' than Humane in it, 
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with Biſhops, by whom he 
had bcen fo ill uted ;: Where- 
as our Author makes it not to 
depend upon any P<rmiſhon 
of the rxighttul Biſhop, but to 
be the conſtant practice of 
the Church, and the indiſpen- 
fable Duty of all Chriliians to 
ſubrnit to every Intruder, it 
he be no Heretick, 

But if there were as much 
reaſon” to believe that Nice- 
phorns Calliftues was the Au- 
thor of this Treatiſe, as there 
is to think that he wa$:nor; 
yet his Name would give no 
great Credit to it, but a Sul- 
picion rather, 'that it is not 
to be cridited ; For, except- 
ing Malela, lately publiſh.d 
by Mr. Hody, there is ſcarce 
any Author more fabulous than 
Nicephors, But this Manu- 
tcript outgoes even Malels , 
and may have the Reputa- 
tion of being the worſt Greek 
Author extant, till Mr. Hody 
is pleaſed to publiſh ſome other. 

Both the Latin and the En- 
gliſh Preface ſuppoſe this Tract 
to have been a Sermon or 'Ho- 
mily, or at leaſt, as it is ad- 
ded in the Latin, to have been 
a LeQure in the Schools of 
{ome Profefſor of Hifiory, be- 
cauſe in two places he beſpeaks 
his Auditor, and not his Rea- 
der, I haveno mind tomain- 
tain a Controverſie about a 

thing 
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thing of no moment, but this 
Reaton pes not fatishe me; 
for I find that C6) Epipban ius 
addreſſes vol to his Audi- 
tors in his Book againſt Here- 
ties, tho no Man can therefore 
imagin, that that Book conſiſts 
of as many Homilies, as he 
treats of Herefies; and he 
writes in the ſame manner 
in his Book of Meaſures and 
IPeights, tho it appears, that 
that Book was neither an Ho- 
mily, nor a Lecture, I rather 
believe, that Copies of Books 
being dear and ſcarce, before 
the Invention of Printing, ic 
was cuſtomary to rccite othcr 
Diſcourſes as well as Homilics 
or Le&ures, and that there- 
tore ſuch Expreſſions might 
cither be uſed at firſt by the 
Author, or be afterwards in- 
ſerted by him that recited ir, 
Beſides, the tile of this Trea- 
tiſe does not ſecm. at all like 
to that of an Homily ; for 
their Homilics, aftcr the de- 
cay of Learning, - were fall of 
Hyperboles, Anti:hcſcs, Tau- 
tologies, and frequent Repe. 
titions of the ſame Words, 
and all the Aﬀecations of a 
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falſe Eloquence; but our Au- 
thor uſes few Words, with- 
out any ſhew of Eloquence, 
or pretence to it; for to do 
him right, he ſeems co have 
underſtood his own Talent 
better, than to pretend to any 
thing in that way. 

Having, ſaid thus much of 
the Author, Mr. Hody comes 
now to give an account of 
his Reaſons for the Publica- 
tion, and here he informs his 
Reader in vcry tragical Terms, 
that the Church of England 
being all in Flames, he, for 
our comfort, has found out 
this new Engiae to quench 
the Fire, [I delire to be as 
apprehenlive of the Miſchiefs 
of Schiſm as any Man, and. 
therefore muſt beſeech all 
Chriſtians ſcriouſly to confi- 
d.r, whether this Treatiſe 
be not more likely to pro- 
mote- Schiſms in the Church, 
than to prevent or remove 
them. 

His next buline(s is to ſet 
down fume Examples from 
Antiquity, which he puts our 
preſent Bilh»ps in mind, it is 
their duty to follow. The 
firlt is that of S. Chryſoftom, 
but he has faid no more of 
him than we had before in 
the Engliſh Preface, excepting 
that he has framned a new 
Speech for him; which makes 
we begin to ſuſpect that per- 
haps Palladis took, the ſame 

liberty, 
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libetty, that Mr. Hody has 
done; for Declamations are 
as uſual and altogether as pro- 
per in a Dialogue as in a Pic- 
face 

His next Inſtance is of Sr. 
Auguſtin ard the reſt of the 
African Biſhops in the: Conte- 
rence at Carthage (c ). The 


account $. Augnſtin gives us is 
this, that before they held this 


Canference with the Dona- 
tiſts, the Catholick Biſhops 
made a Propoſal, that if the 
Doratiſts could convince then, 
that they were in the wrong, 
they would be contented to 
be received by the Donatiſts, 
not as Biſhops, but to Lay- 
Communion only, as private 
Chriltians 3 but the Donatiſt 
Biſhops, - if they wcre convi- 
acd of ' Error, ſhould be per- 
mitted, upon their Repentanee, 
fo prefide in the ſame Sees 
together with the Catholick 
Bithops, and the Survivors to 
be the lole Biſhops of the Sees 3 
or if it would not be ap- 
proved of, that there ſhould 
be two Biſhops at once of the 
fame Church; that both the 
Catholick and Donatilt Bi- 
ſhops ſhould refign, and that 
new Biſhops ſhould be ap- 
pointed in all ſech Churches, 
where the Donatitts had their 
Biſhops, as well as the Catho- 
licks, And St. Auguſtin lays, 
t Þat of almoſt Three Hundrcd 
E:thops, thcre were but Two 


who made any fcruple or de- 
mur | it, [all beſides were 
earneſt 'arid zealous for this 
Expedierit > apd theſe Two 
were ſoon brotight over to be 
of the fame mind with the 
reſt, This is the full of what 
St. Awgaſtin relates, and 1 
necd not tell the Reader, tho 
I' muſt tell Mx. Hody, that it 
is nothing to the preſent, Sub- 
je& : But it is obſervable that 
the Schiſmatical Biſhops were 
(o refraQory in the Conference 
at Carthage, that they gave 
little encouragement for the 
Rightful Biſhops to make any 
ſuch Propoſals to Jntruders 
afterwards, 

St. Gregory Nazianzen's Calc 
has been ſpoken to already : 
And as for the Advice which 
St, Dionyſus of Alexandria 
gave to Nevatian, when. he 
pretended that he was unwil- 
lingly made Bithop, that this 
would be beſt ſeen by bis de- 
fiting from his Uſurpation 3 it 
is adrwlzable Advice, and I 
hope, all will take notice of 
it, who are concerned, 

Another Citation he pro- 
duces from the fiſt | piſile of 
St. Clement to the Corinthians, 
to [hew, that that Father <cx- 
horted the Picsbyrcis, who 
were ordained- by the Apo- 
ſiles themſelves, rather to 1e- 
cede from their Right, when 
they were #urhed 'COr: by a 
Faction, than to dticaficy ary 

Diviton 
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Diviſion in the Church, But 
it ſeems plain co me, that 
St. Clement gives this Admo- 
nition , not to the Rightful 
Presbyters, but to thoſe who 
had ſtirred up and fomented 
the Differences :- For not long 
before he exhorts ( c )) all 
who had been the principal 
Authors and Abettors of Se- 
dition and Difſention, to re- 
gard the common Good more 
than their own private Inter» 
(lt; for thoſe who lived in 
Charity, would rather con- 
demn themſelves, than deſtroy 
the Order and Diſcipline of 
the Church; and it was bet- 
ter for Men to confeſs their 
Sins , than to harden their 
Hearts, as Corab and his AC. 
ſociates did, who raiſed a Se- 
dition againſt Moſes 3. and as 
Pharaoh and the jans had 
likewiſe done: Then he ex- 
horts them to the Confcfon of 
their Sins: from: ſeveral Paſſa- 
ges out of the Palms, and af 
texwards ſets before” them the 
Example of Moſes, who in a 
wonderful Extafie of Zeal and 
Charity fox the People, who 
had ſacrificed to the moltcn 
Calf, defircd rather to be him- 
ſelt blotted out of God's Book, 


than that they ſhould periſh ; | 
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and then ſays, that if there 
were any among them. of a 
generous and * charitable and 
truly Chriſtian Spirit, he would 
depart; and go whither: they 
pleaſed, if ſo be, the People 
would live quictly and peace- 
ably under the Presbyters con- 
fituted over them, And be- 
fides the. Example of Moſes, 
he proceeds to, take notice, 
that among the Gentiles them- 
ſelvcs, Kings and other Ma- 
giftrates had often expoled 
their own Perſons to daviger 
ard ruin for the Preſervation 
of their People, and others had 
left theix Countrey rather than 
they would be the occaſion of 
any diſturbance in it; nay, 
that many Chiiſtians had to 
his own knowledg delivered 
themſelves up into wo gage 
ty. to redeem others, and ma- 
ny had fold themſelves for 
Slaves to feed others with the 
Price of their own Servitude: 
And among the Jews, Jnduh 
and Eſther refuſed no Dar- 

for the Deliverance of 


: their Nation. (d ) Let us 


then, ſays he, pray for thoſe 
who are in fanit, ( * ) that 


— 


d ) Kal ua; ty Srnigauty wie 

os v4 ps Vgapdy- 
Twp, &c. C. 56. 

( *® )) So it muſt be tranſlated, if 


, we read mraypFdpudlt, a5 it is inthe 


Text, and not etd{dueny 23 |t is, 
by conjecture only, put inthe Mar- 
gin. 

E Meekzeſs 


e. 54. 


E. 55%. 


* 16 {ew 


7? nina 
Ns. marg. 
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Meekneſs aud Humlisy may be 
grven them, that they may yield, 
not 'to "ws, but to the Will of 


Ged, And becauſc this might 
ſeem a hard ſaying to many, 


and too difficult to be put in 
praqice, he (ſhews them that 
they ought patiently to re- 
ceive | Admonition', end to: 
ſsbmit to that Correction and 
Chaftiſement , \' which God 
ſhould be plcafed co mftict 
either by his own Hand upon 
them. or by the Diſcipline of 
the Church : Tux tberefore abt 
bave laid the :FonndAations of 
Sedation; ' ſubmit your ſelves to 
the Prethyters, in order t0-yoar 
Repentance, and © be \bumble_, 
and: learn t» be ohedient;, laying * 
aſide +be proud and boajking Ar- 
rogance of your Tongue > for it 
is- better. to be one of the little 
ones, who ars approved of in 
the Flock of. Chriſt, than by: aſe 
piving too bigh, ts fall ſhort. of 
yer bope 3 or, * 1 .be caſt out 
of the Fold; The Force of 
St. Clement's Diſcourſe ſecs 
to be this, that if Moſes was 
ſo indulgent. and affectionate 
towards the; :Prople who had: 
ſinned (o hcinouſly» againd 
God; this ought to be a 
powerful Motive tp, thole , 
who hed been, theiwfelves cris 
minal, to rcfign np all par- 
ticulas Intereſts for the Peace 
of-the. Chuxclhs4- and iþ it had / 
been fo uſtal-for the moR in- 
aocent ' and” worthy Perſons 


to facrifice theie own Safety 
and Honours to the publick, 
it might much rather be cx- 
pected from ſuch as had them- 
ſelves given the firſt occalon 
tothe Divilions in the Church. 
His Deſign is the fame that 
Dienyfiu afterwards had in 
his Letter to Novatian, and 
that he might perſuade: them 
the more effectually to debitt 
from: their | Prxetenſions, be 
tells them that this was no 
more than the moſt worthy 
and beroick Perfors hid done 
betfare them; not upbraiding 
theme toq/bexerely * with ther 
paſt Miſcarrages, and prcliog 
it upon them as a Duty, which 
in quitice they were bound 
to, and which was the tcaft 
ſ.tjsfaction they could make 
to. the Church, to forbear 
thoſe Practices which had cau- 
ſ{:4 ſo. much Diſturbance, bue 
proceeding ta. a more gentle 
Method 3. and: yet ir) tho mean 
time not failing. to ler them, 
know, that he requircd them 
not to relign any Right, but 
todefiſt from an unjult:Claim, 
which was the lealt that'could 
be expedted/ of» them 3. but if 


it - hould ſeem: grievous 16 


Mg who: had beew fo long 
pufſed up with vain; Expe- 
Qations, and high Conceits 
of themſelves, to be thus hum- 
bledat-Jafh; he'aequaints chem, 
that they mal} \confider, chat.” 
the Chaſtiſements of God. wult 

be 


(27) 


5 5: 
be horn with patience in much 


ſeverer inltances than this affli- 
&ion, which they had brought 
upon themſelves, and that 
however irkſom it might now 
ſeem, it would bring Peace 
and Joy to them in the end, 

Buc if we: underſtand Sr, 
Clement, as Mx. Hody does, to 
ecxhort thoſe, who were the 
lawful Presbyters to reign 
their Right, rather than be 
the occation, through the 
Wickcdneſs and Injultice of 
others towards them, of Trou- 
ble . and Diſorder to © the 
Church, we maſt vecrſſatily 
ſuppoſe - forme extraordinary 
Circumftances, which made 
St, Clement adviſc them to this 
Condeſcenfion in thelr parti- 
culer Caſe, For it is not to 
be imagined that he” ſhould 
lay it down as a general Rule 
in all Caſes, that a Biſhop or 
Presbyter, whenever he 45 
moletted or diſpofſefſed, maſt 
give way tO the Intruder for 
Peace ſakez bat ' we malt of 
neceſſity underfiand this Pr6 
cept and Admonition in ſome 
ſuch qualiticd fenſe, as we do 


thoſe Commands of our Sa- 


Mat. 5-39, viour himſelf, W#hboſoever ſhall 
40, 


ſmite thee on »he right oberk; 
nur to bim #be vrber alſo. And 
if any man will ſie vhee at the 
law, and toke away thy wan, bet 
bim have #þy cloak aifd.' 'For 
to oblige all honeſt Men t& 


ſaffer thetnfelves to be abuſed, 
and to give up their Rights 
of any kind for the ſake of 
Peace and Quirtneſs, would 
be ſo far from being a means 
to procure Peace, that it would 
be the readiek and moſt effe- 
Qual way to all manner of 
Confuſion in the World, $o 
that the urmoſt that this Quo- 
tation from St. Clement can 
amount to, is only thus much, 
that for ſome ſpecial Reaſons, 
and in fone extraotdinary Ca- 
ſes, it would be an at of great 
Charity and ' worthy of a 
Chriſtian, for a Biſhop to con- 
deſcerd fo far, as to recede 
from his own Right; which 
affords nothing in proof of 
that Doin, that this Greek 
Author is publiſhed t6 ad- 
varice, That altbough a Biſhop 
wat wijuftly deprived, heitber 
be nor the Church ever made a 
Separation, if the Succeſſor 
was 10t an Heretick. 

The Quotations trom St.Ire- 
near, and ftom the Apuliles 
Conſtirmiofis ' ate exccllenc 
Canrions and 'Perſuaſions a- 

ainſt Schiſms in general, but 
© not in the leaſt concern 
the Cauſe before us. Andf1 
heartily pray, that cither thcir 
Authority or any other may 
have the effect, which it bught, 
upon theſe, who are moſt 
concerred{eriouſfly to take no- 
tice of them, towards the pre- 
E 2 venting 


= ww T 
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venting a Schiſm, which ſcems 
to ras ee bane hg of 
the bc{t Church in the World 
to the Ruin whereof nothing 
can more contribute, than to 
teach that @ Biſhop, when once 


ſed, tho never ſo (e } unjutly, 
ws to be an ga Biſho 
of bis See : Which are Words 
now put into St. Chryſoſtom's 
Mouth ; but how. much a- 
gainlt all reaſon and probabi- 
lity has been already ſhewn. 

In the Book it (elf, where 
it is (aid, that Meletizs was 
tranflated from © Sebaſtia to 
Amjoech, Euliathius being yet 
in Baniſhment ; in the Engliſh 
Edition this Ewftatbixes is fup- 
poſed to be Euſtathius lete 
Biſhop of Sebaſtia: But in the 
Greck and. Latin Edition, 
Enftatbins late Bye of An- 
tiochz and a Note is fubjoyn'd 
to inform us, ' that both S9- 
crates and Soz-wyen (ay, that 
Euftathins Bilbop of Antioch 
lived.cill the Reiga of Valens, 
and that the Arguments which 
Barozix's and V; bring to 
the contrary, arenot of weight 
enough to be {et againſt. the 
Authority of theſe two Hi- 


»- {farianus. 


PEI 
— 


{ 6) | Ego aBtug\ ab!epiſcopara, 
quantumvois per injuriam ſummam. 


cello efſe veſter. Epiſcopus , &c.. 


Mr. Hody's Preface. 


Baronizes argues, that Eu- 
ftatbins of Antioch never lived 
to be recalird from Baniſhment 
by Fovian, but died in exile 
under Corftantizs ; For if he 
had been recalled; it cannot 
be ſuppoſed, that no mention 
(hould be made of him in the 
Synod of Antioch, which was 
held at that time by the Or- 
thodox ; 'and beſides neither 
Meletins nor Panlinus would 
have b:en (uffercd by the Peo- 
ple of Antioch- to be conſe- 
crated, and reſide there as 
their Biſhop, if he had been 
ſtill living, without their di- 
viding into-Partics about it ; 
ſince a great part of the. Or- 
thodox from their great Zeal 
and. AﬀeRion for him were 
denominated Exftatbians. And 
it sthixs had ſurvived his 
ment, there is no que- 
ſtion, but both Meletiar and 
Pazlines. would have religned 
the Sce' to him at his return, 
For Meletins was put into 
that Se at the carnelt deſire 
of the orthodox Biſhops after 
the Baniſhment of- Exftatbixe, 
and he who was fo conde(- 
cending. to Paulinus, would 
have yielded- much more to 
Ewftathixs himſclf:; For all the 
pretence that: Paulines could 
have, was to be Biſhop over 
a of. Men, who for the 
great Veneration they had for 
Exftathins, were called En't «- 


thians 


yo; 


_— _ "7 
(29 ) 
this; and who would not muſt conclude, thit Eufathiue 
hve in communion with Me» of Sehaſtis is meant by the 
letier', becauſe he had been Greek Author, or elſe that 
ordained by Arians: And it this is another of his M takes. 
is abſurd to think that Par- In the Greek it is ſaid, P- 5: 
limer, the chief of the Ewftz- that Arſacins becauſe of the 
thian Party, would retain his Fealoufie of his Brother NeQta- 
Biſhoprick, if Ewftathius him- rius towards bim, bad former- 
ſelf had been yet living 3 un- ly ſworn, that he would never 
leſs perhaps we ſay, that Eu-. accept of the See of Conſtanti- 
ftathins had wholly relin- nople, But in the Englhth 
quiſh:d his See to him, and this is omitted in the Tex, 
that he lived concealed at Con- and ſet down only in the Mar- 
ſtantinople, or in ſome other gin, with this Notes that p. 2. 
place from the time of his firſt the Mameſcripe in this place 15 
Baniſhment ( as Socrates and written erroneouſly, Mr. Hedy 
Sozomen (ay, he did, in the in the Greek and Latin Edi- 
Reign of Yalens) till he was tion takes no notice, that this 
a fecond time baniſhed. But is an Error, being more ten. 
to put this out of all Contro- der now,.ic ſecms, of the Cre- 
verlic, Theodorite expreſly (f ) dit of his Author, and pcr-  _ 
ſays, that Exftathizs was dead haps of Palladias too, {from Criine 
before Meletines ſucceeded him whom he had 1:. F-9% 
in the See of Aatiech, and his | wiſh Mr, Hady had been 
Authority alone, without any as careful ot his Author's Re- 
concurring Evidence, is ſuth- putation, and of his own too 
cient to oppoſe to that of in all other ReſpeQs as m 
Socrates and Sozomen : But if this. And after ſuch Prote- 
it were not, belides what has {tations of ſincere and chari- 
been already (aid, their Ac- fable Intentions in publiſhing 
count, as Valeſms obſerves, this Manuſcript, it could hard. 
diſagrees from what St. Hierom ly be imagined that he had 
tValeſ ad © and Theodornus Ledor, and Omitted any thing, which be- 
Socr. 1, 4. Theopbanes relate concerning longed to this wonderful Tres» 
&15- this Euſtatbius ; So that we tiſe, which he © much values 
and fo highly magnifies : But 
———TTT It is an unlucky thing tobe 
( f ) Ties 8 tis Moaerts 56 engaged in a Cauſe, which 
eorvin;, cueyis TrTidmyxens, NO Author ever yer had c- ! 
Theod, bb. 3. cap. 4. nough of the Gree& in him 


ec 
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to maintain; and therefore , 
as I am well aſſarcd, be bas 
left ont « Colledion of Canons 
at the end of the Manuſoryyt 
written in the ſame band, and 
by the ſame Amthor \ which ſhew; 
that the Author is to be nnder- 
ſtood of fynodical Deprivations : 
For, lince there were no (y- 
nodical Proceedings in the pre- 
ſent Deprivations, that part 
cf the Manuſcript muſt be 
{upgprifſed, Ichi it ſhould make 
all the rett impertinent to the 
Controverlic ariling from the 
preſent Rate ot our Church, 
tho it weic all as true, as I 
have {hcwn it to be falls, Tic 
Canons anncxed arc a fufh- 
cient An{wcr to the Book, as 
far as we are concerned in it, 
and theretore it was great 
Prudence to conccal them. 
'This looks as it Malela were 
not. only fabulous, but inte- 
ious too, and will be apt 
to mike Men ſuſpect, that 
Malela hiniiclt is worle in the 
Print than in the Manuſcript. 

And this is all that I ſhall 
ſay, and I think a great deal 


(30 ) 


more than was neceſſary to be 
ſaid, of a Book, which inſtead 
of being ſent into the World 
with ſo much Oſftentation and 
Tiiumph, would have been 
in danger of a publick Cenſure 
at any other time but this, 
lince the Reformation; cxcept- 
ing ovly that Interval, when 
we bad all our Biſhops depoſed 
at once, And to endeavour to 
maintain a Cauſc by fucly Ar- 
guments and ſuch Au-horitics, 
as are both notoriouſly falſc, 
and of fo pernicious conſe- 
quence, that they would have 
been ſuffered at no other time, 
and any other Cauſe would 
have been alhamed of them ; 
and then to be forced too up- 
on ſuch Arts, as may be ve- 
ry neceſlary in an ill Cauſe, 
but would never ſurcly be uſcd 
in 2 good one, is no ks than 
a Confeſſion of the badneſs 
of a Cauſcz and is fo far from 
being a Defence, that it is an 
evident {ign, that it cannot be 
dctended, 


Sn. C 
Can, 1 
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TheC A N O N $S #s the Baroccian 
Manuſcripts omitted by Mr. Hody. 


Toy axouy 'Amroi)oy Kardy an. 
The KXXL Canon of the Holy Apoltles, by a Miſtake for the XXXIl- 


his own Biſhop, ſhall hold a 

ſeparate Meeting, 'and erect an 

oppolite Altar, —_ nothing 

wherewith to charge the Biſhop tn 

; or Faith. Matters of + Picty and Juſtice, let 
him be depoſed, as an ambitious 


Can, Ap. 3 3. F any Presbyter, contemning 


Aﬀector of Government ; for he is 
an Uſurper. In like manner, as ma- 
ny of the Clergy that ſhall joyn with 
tam, ſhall be depoſed, and the Laicks 
excommunicated : But all this ought 
to be done after the firſt, the ſecond, 
and third Admanition of the Biſhop. 


Tis & Tdyyee Eu Karcy 5*. 
The VL. Canon of the Synod of Gangra. 


If any Man hold a private Meet- 

Symd.Ganey+ , 
- P wi ing out of the Church, and deſpiting 
the Church, ſhall preſume to perform 
i he _ the Offices of the Church +, the of- 


ficiating Presbyter not being there- 
unto licenſed by the Biſhop, let him 
be Anathema. 


ginal it is Emox. for E noxtry, inſtead of T1gzofturipe a5 the printed Canons have ir. 


Tos & * Armoeig Euvids Kaywy &. 
The V. Canon of the Synod of Antioch. 


Sn. Antiech. Tf any Presbyter or Deacon. de- 
Sa Ra ing ls own Biſhop hath with- 
rawn hiuſelf from the Church, and 

ſet up an Altar in a private Meeting, 

and ſhall diſobey the Admonitions of 

the Biſhop, and willnot be perſwaded 

by him, nar ſubmit to him, exhort- 

ing him agamnand again, he is a'ſo- 


lutely to be depoſed ; and oughtno 
longer to be treated as a corahle Per- 
ſon, neither as one who can retain his 
Honour ; and if he ſhall perſevere to 
make Tumults and D:i!turbances in 
the Church, he 1s to be turned over, 
as a ſeditious Perſon to the ſecular 
Power. 


Tas dv])ns Euwbd's Kaywy 18'. 
The XV. Canon of the ſame Synod. 


-ſd. Syrdi TFany Biſhop accus'd of any Crimes 


ought to be judged again by o:hers; 


3.15. be condemned by all the B:ſh»ps of hut the concordant Sentence of the 


the Province, who have all with one 
accord denounced the ſame Sentence 
againſt him, ſuch a one by no means 


Provincial Biſhops ought to remay 
firm. | 


Ths & Kaphirjoy Kanwy, 1", 
The X. Cano of the Synod of Carthage. 


Sm. Carth, If any Presbyter being puffed up 
Can, tro. againſt his own Biſhop, ſhall make a 


Schiſm, let him be Anathema: 


- —” << ww 


M 
jen 


' Fe- 
oi for 4 


ſy Pony '”7 Y, 
{19 - Ss 4 
Lab L : 


JE wa © 


No 1 
C18 7: 4 
A414 x; din- 
FF OAy 
In Ry print- 
£3. a'*1, 


<2 


—— 


= es ay 


« 


The Devil having ſown the Seeds 
ot Heretical Tares in the Church of 
Chrift, and ſeeing them cut up by the 


roo!s lg the Sword of the Spirit, hath ; 


betaken humſclf to a new way and- 
method, vx to divide the Church by 
the madneſs of Shiſmaticks: But the 
holy Synod being alſo willing to ob- 
viate this Stratagem of his, hath de- 
creed 2s followeth ; 1f any Presbyter 
tr Deacon, under the pretence of ac- 
c:1img hisown Biſhop of any Crimes, 
all preſume to withdraw from his 
Communion, and not mention his 


. . Name in the holy Prayers of the Li- 


turgy according to the Tradition of 
the Church *, before Synodical Fudg- 
ment and Tryal, ſuch a one hall 


32) 
Tis 4 & C© au3idoyns Euvids Kavey 
The XIW. Cqn. of the ya. of Conitantmople, called the 1 


Se. qt 


F 

{and be How 
depoſed and deprived of all ſacerdo- 
tal Honour ; tor hethat4s4n the Or- 
der of a Prieft, and ſhall uſurp the 
Power of Tidging belongings the 
Metropolitans, and as as in him 
lies ſhall condemn his own Father and 
Biſhop, befare Sentence pr 

by them, he is worthy neither of the 
Honour nor Apvellation of a Presby- 
ter, and thoſe who are Followers of 
ſuch a one, if they arein _ 
ders, even any of them ſhall be I- 
ded from his proper Honour ; but if 
they are Monks, or Laicks, they ſhall 
by all means be excommunicated 
from the Church, until abhorring the 
Converſation of Schilmaticks they 
ſhall ceturn unto their proper Biſhop. 


The aumis Eau Katev 1d. 
The XIV. Canon of the ſame Synod. 


lf ary B.{yop, pretending an Accu- 


_ ation againſt his Metropolitan t, be- 
fore Syodrcal Fudgment, ſhall with- 


draw himſelf from communion with 
im. 2:1d ſhall not recite his Name ac- 
cording to cuitom in Divine Service, 
the boly Synod hath decreed that 
ſuch a one ſhall be depoſed, if after 


private + Admonition he fhall depart 
from his own Metropolitan,and make 
a Schiſm : For it behoves every one to 
know his own proper bounds , and 
that neither the Presbyter deſpiſe his 
own proper Biſhop, nor the Biſhop 
his own Metropolitan. 


The au Tis Ew Kayay 1%'. 
Toe XV. Canon of the ſame Synod. 


Theſe Decrees concerning Presby- 
ters,Bitops and Metropolitans, agree 
alſo to Patria chs ; $0 that it any Bi- 
ſhop or Metropolitan ſhall preſume 
ts depart from Communion with his 
own Pitriarch, and ſhall not mention 
his Name in the D:vine Offices, as is 
decreed and ordered, hut ſhall make 
a Separation * before Synod'cal Con- 


* vition, and final Condemnation of 
him; the holy Synod hath decreed, 


that ſach a one be abſolutely de- 
poſed tram all ſacred Orders, it he 
otiead in this kind after private 
# Admonition. And theſe things are 


- ,. Cecreed and enacted concerning thoſe 
,- Who uncr pretence of any Accuſa- 


ti0715 revolt trom their own Superiors, 
and make a Schifm, * and break 152 
Uri'y of the Charch. But it any ſhall 


ſeparate themſelves from Commu- 
nion with their Superior for any He- 
rehe condemned by the holy Synods 
and Fathers, he publickly preachin 
the ſame Herefie to the People, a 
teaching it bare-faced in the Church, 
ſuch ſhall not only be free from C1- 
nonical Cenſure for ſeparating them- 
ſelves from Communion with the Bi- 
ſhop lo called ® before Synodical Con- 
demnation, but they ſhall be thought 
worthy of the Honour that is due to 
the Orthodox, becauſe they have not 
condemned a Biſhop, but a talſe Bi- 


ſhop, and a falſe Teacher, and have. 


not divided the Unity of the Church 
by Schiſm, 'bat bave ſtudiouſly en- 
deavoured to preſerve the Church 
from Schiſms and Diviſions, 
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